RBMOVALS  AND  APPOINTMENTS  TO  OFFICE. 


SPEECH 

OF 


HON.  J.  W.  BRADBURY,  OF  AlAlNE 


fN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES,  APRIL  2,3.  )H50 


The  foikswiiig  resolutiun  being  under  considera- 
Don: 

Resol'jcif,  That  the  Pre.^siHcnl  he  reqiiested  to  cause  to  be 
[aid  before  the  Senate  all  charges  which  have  been  pre¬ 
ferred  or  tiled  in  any  of  the  departments  against  individuals 
who  have  been  removed  from  office  since  ihe  4th  of  March. 
1849,  with  a  speeilicallon  of  the  cases,  if  any,  in  which  the 
officers  charged  have  had  opportunity  to  be  heard,  and  a 
•Statement  of  the  niirnher  of  removals  made  under  each 
department,  including  subordinates  in  the  custom-houses 
and  other  branches  of  the  public  service — 

Mr.  BRADBURY  said:  Mr.  President,  it  is 
time  this  resolution  was  disposed  of  by  the  Senate. 

I  am  so  desirous  that  action  should  be  had  upon 
it,  that  I  would  ask  a  vote  at  the  present  time, 
without  interposing  any  remarks,  were  it  not  that 
in  the  very  elaborate  reply  of  the  honorable  Sen* 
ator  from  Conrkecticut  [Mr.  Smith]  to  the  brief  L 
remarks  I  made  when  the  resolution  was  first  ? 
called  up,  there  are  certain  statements  which  need,  ! 
t  think,  to  be  corrected,  and  positions  that  require 
examination.  The  subjects  involved  in  this  inquiry 
are  v/orthy  of  the  attentive  consideration  of  every 
Senator.  Thegreat  subject  of  Executive  patronage, 
its  constitutional  extent,  the  mode  of  its  exercise, 
and  the  means  of  restraining  or  correcting  its 
abuses,  are  topics  which  have  engaged  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  ablest  minds  of  the  country.  Our  time, 
then,  may  be  quite  as  profitably  employed  on  this 
question  as  on  lho.sG  which  have  almost  exclu¬ 
sively  monopolized  the  attention  of  the  Senate  for 
the  last  four  months. 

When  I  addressed  the  Senate  upon  this  resolu¬ 
tion  some  weeks  ago,  I  confined  myself  mainly  to  j 
the  effort  to  show  the  propriety  of  its  adoption,  ! 
upon  the  ground  that  it  sought  information  which  j 
the  President  had  made  neces.sary  for  us,  in  the  I 
faithful  discharge  of  our  official  dudes,  and  which  ! 
we  could  demand  without  any  invasion  of  his 
constitutional  rights.  Indulging  in  no  personali¬ 
ties,  and.  avoiding  all  terms  of  unkindness  or  dis¬ 
respect,  with  that  deference  which  is  due  to  the 
Chief  Executive  of  the  Government,  I  referred  to 
the  declarations  of  General  Taylor  in  his  pub¬ 
lished  letters,  while  he  was  a  candidate  for  the 
Presidency,  “that  he  would  not  be  the  candi¬ 
date  of  a  party  or  clique;”  “  that  he  wnmld  not 
permit  himself  to  be  brought  before  the  people  ! 
exclusively  by  any  of  the  political  parties;” 

“  that  he  had  no  party  projects  to  build  up,  no 
enemies  to  punish;”  “  that  if  elected  to  the  Presi¬ 
dency,  he  would  not  be  the  mere  President  of  a 
party;”  and  “  that  the  national  good  and  the  good 
of  ail  parties  w'ould  be  his  great  and  absorbing  i 
aim.”  I  referred  to  the  declarations  of  leading! 
^nd  confidential  friends,  who  might  be  supposed^' 


to  speak  from  authority,  which  give  point  to  his 
more  general  assurances,  and  show  that  reference 
was  had  to  the  subject  of  proscription  from  office, 
and  the  mode  in  which  the  executive  patronage 
should  be  administered.  1  cited  those  of  the  pres¬ 
ent  distinguished  Secretary  of  State,  made  in  a 
speech  in  this  body,  after  the  Philadelphia  nomi¬ 
nation,  to  the  effect  that,  “  while  he  (Gen.  Taylor) 
‘  will  do  his  duty  in  removing  corrupt,  or  incompe- 
‘  tent,  or  unfaithful  men  from  office,  he  will  not  be 
‘  the  supporter  of  that  infamous  system  of  proscHiplion 
‘  which  distributes  the  offices  of  the  country  as  the 
^spoils  of  party  victory!^’  I  referred  to  the  late 
Senator  from  Kentucky,  (Mr.  Crittenden,)  who, 
in  a  public  speech  delivered  in  this  city  about  the 
same  time,  is  reported  as  saying  of  General  Taylor, 
.  “  he  hales,  loathes  proscription  !  God  forbid  he 
‘  should  proscribe  any  man  on  account  of  a  differ- 
‘  ence  of  political  sentiment.  He  would  as  soon 
‘  think  of  running  from  a  Mexican  !”  I  referred 
also  to  the  inaugural  address,  which  specifies,  as 
cause  for  removal  from  office,  the  want  of  honesty, 
capacity,  or  fidelity,  and  intimates  no  other  cause 
whatever;  and  to  the  construction  which  was 
placed  upon  these  pledges  by  reputed  organs  of  the 
party  when  the  work  of  removal  was  commenced. 
I  then  referred  to  the  sweeping  removal  of  Demo¬ 
crats  from  office  throughout  the  country,  without 
any  apparent  regard  to  their  honesty,  capacity,  or 
fidelity,  and  the  appointment  of  zealous  partisans 
of  the  Administration  in  their  places;  and  then 
presented  the  dilemma,  that  either  the  President 
had  been  deceived  by  a  wholesale  system  of  fab¬ 
ricating  false  accusations  against  faithful  and  hon- 
e.st  men,  or  he  h.ad  changed  his  position,  and 
adopted  and  carried  out  the  system  of  distributing 
the  public  offices  as  the  spoils  of  party  victory. 
In  eiihcr  case,  it  ought  to  be  known  which  was 
the  fact.  The  friends  of  the  Administration  were 
called  upon  to  answer  whether  there  had  been  a 
change  of  policy  or  not;  whether  these  removals 
v/ere  made  on  account  of  the  political  opinions  of 
the  officers  removed,  or  for  moral  or  official  delin¬ 
quency.  The  public,  and  especially  those  whose 
characters  were  involved,  had  a  right  to  know. 
And  how  has  this  great  inquiry  been  answered? 

I  We  have  no  direct  response  to  it,  sir,  in  all  the 
remarks  of  the  eight  hours’  speech  of  the  honor¬ 
able  Senator  from  Connecticut.  Strange  os  it  may 
seem,  this  question  remains  unanswered.  The 
i.ssue  which  I  tendered  has  been  evaded.  We 
have  not  that  distinct  and  unequivocal  reply  which 
justice  to  those  whose  reputation  is  concerned  so 
imperiously  demands.  Instead  of  it,  we  have 
•  skillful  evasions  and  ingenious  digressions,  adapted 
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to  lead  the  mind  from  the  true  point  of  inquiry. 
If  the  policy  of  the  Administration  had  been  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  assurances  upon  which  it  came 
into  power,  it  is  hardly  to  be  supposed  that  such 
a  mode  of  defence  would  be  employed  by  so  sa¬ 
gacious  and  able  an  advocate. 

The  honorable  Senator,  in  his  elaborate  reply, 
undertook  to  maintain  in  substance  the  position, 
that  the  declarations  of  General  Taylor  and  his  friends 
did  not  commit  him  against  the  system  of  removals 
which  he  has  adopted — that  no  pledges  were  given  in¬ 
consistent  ivith  what  he  has  done. 

I  must  confess,  sir,  my  surprise  at  the  an¬ 
nouncement  of  this  proposition.  It  needed  all  the 
intrepidity  of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Con¬ 
necticut  to  proclaim  it.  It  was  so  new,  that  no 
other  person  will  ever  claim  priority  of  discovery. 
It  was  a  declaration,  in  effect,  that  all  the  pledges 
of  General  Taylor  and  his  friends  on  the  subject 
of  proscription,  meant  nothing! — that  he,  in  his 
numerous  letters,  and  they  in  their  speeches,  were 
constantly  giving  the  most  unequivocal  assurances 
to  the  public,  in  language  calculated  to  inspire 
confidence,  and  yet  meant  nothing!  1  will  not 
suppose  that  such  was  the  intention,  while  I  feel 
that  it  would  imply  an  attempt  to  deceive,  which 
it  would  be  unjust  to  impute. 

No,  sir;  these  declarations  did  mean  something; 
and  they  were  so  understood.  They  were  in¬ 
tended  as  a  reproof  of  the  past,  and  a  pledge  for 
the  future.  Consider  the  circumstances  under 
which  they  were  made.  It  had  often  been  charged 
that  both  of  the  great  political  parties  had  pursued 
the  policy  of  proscribing  political  opponents  when 
in  power;  and  one  of  them,  which  carried  this 
policy  to  a  greater  extent  upon  its  accession  to 
place  in  1840  than  was  ever  done  before,  was 
yet  loud  in  its  condemnation.  There  are  many 
who  deprecate  party  organization,  and  are  ever 
ready  to  enlist  under  the  banner  of  those  who 

Eromise  to  suppress  it.  The  great  body  of  the 
democratic  party  felt  a  strong  attachment  to  Gen¬ 
eral  Taylor  for  his  military  achievements  and 
patriotic  services  in  the  Mexican  war;  and  many 
were  anxious  to  bestow  upon  him  the  highest 
mark  of  their  confidence  and  regard,  notwith- 
fitanding  his  want  of  experience  as  a  statesman, 
provided  they  could  do  so  without  an  abandon¬ 
ment  of  their  political  principles.  They  could  not 
support  him  if  he  was  to  be  the  party  candidate  of 
the  Whigs,  with  whom  they  differed  upon  great 
questions  of  principle  and  policy.  They  were 
willing,  in  their  blind  admiration,  to  go  far,  and 
waive  many  objections,  and  eveii  to  meet  him  on 
the  no-party  platform,  while  they  could  never  con¬ 
sent  to  follow  liim  into  the  ranks  of  the  Whigs. 
It  was  under  these  circumstances  that  General 
Taylor  first  took  his  position  as  a  candidate  for 
the  Presidency;  and  by  his  declaration  of  inde¬ 
pendence  of  party,  he  drew  to  his  support  large 
numbers,  which  he  could  not  have  done  without 
such  assurances.  They  were  effectual,  and  ac¬ 
complished  the  intended  result.  And  are  we  now 
to  be  told  that  they  were  idle  words,  without  im¬ 
port  and  meaning?  Can  any  one  suppose  that,  if 
the  honorable  Senator  from  Connecticut  had  gone 
through  the  country  previous  to  the  election,  and 
publicly  declared,  on  General  Taylor’s  behalf,  that 
all  the  pledges  he  liad  made  were  without  mean¬ 
ing,  and  that  it  must  ll>e  distinctly  understood,  he 
would  sweep  every  Democrat  from  office,  if  he 


should  be  elected  to  the  Presidency,  the  result 
would  have  been  what  it  was  r  It  is  too  late  to 
come  forward  now  with  such  an  interpretation. 
If  true,  it  should  have  been  given  at  the  time. 
The  just  construction  and  fair  import  of  the  lan¬ 
guage  constitute  pledges  strong  as  proof  of  Holy 
Writ;  and  if  a  different  construction  was  to  be 
given  to  it,  it  should  have  been  done  before  the 
people  acted  upon  the  faith  of  these  declarations. 

But  the  honorable  Senator  says  that  great  in¬ 
justice  has  been  done  to  President  Taylor  in  the 
extracts  made  from  his  correspondence;  and  that 
they  are  as  deceptive,  and  as  well  calculated  to  mis¬ 
lead,  as  if  they  had  been  positive  fabrications. 

Sir,  I  deny  this  charge  most  positively  arxi  em¬ 
phatically.  I  quoted  from  the  published  corre¬ 
spondence  of  General  Taylor,  with  entire  accuracy, 
letter  for  letter,  and  word  for  word.  This  is  a 
point  of  sufficient  importance  to  be  placed  beyond 
a  doubt.  To  demonstrate  this  fact,  and  to  show 
that  no  injustice  was  done  by  wresting  any  sen¬ 
tence  from  its  context,  1  present  the  quotations, 
and  the  entire  letters  from  which  the  extracts  are 
taken,  when  not  so  long  as  to  preclude  publication 
with  my  remarks.  (See  Note  A.) 

I  come  now  to  a  very  important  admission  which 
the  honorable  Senator  felt  constrained  to  make. 
The  declarations  of  General  Taylor  were  so  nu¬ 
merous  and  pointed,  and  it  was  so  imjxissible  to 
construe  them  as  anything  short  of  unequivocal 
pledges  to  stand  and  act  independent  of  party, 
that  the  honorable  Senator,  borne  down  by  the 
accumulated  weight  of  the  evidence,  admits  that 
he  must  draw  “  a  distinction  between  the  earlier 
and  later  correspondence  of  the  President;”  that 
he  did,  in  the  first  place,  “  take  the  ground  that  he 
would  not  become  a  mere  parly  candidate;”  and 
that  he  subsequently  became  “  convinced  that  if 
his  name  was  to  be  used  with  success,  it  must  be 
on  a  nomination  by  one  of  the  great  parties  of  the 
country,  and  changed  his  position.'^  The  Senator 
says:  “  Before  any  convention  was  held,  he  mani¬ 
fested  a  change  of  purpose;  and  at  the  Philadelphia 
Convention  it  was  proclaimed so  as  to  be  under¬ 
stood  and  known  of  all  men;”  and  he  then  “  be¬ 
came  the  candidate  of  the  Whig  party.” 

We  have,  then,  the  admission  of  the  honorable 
Senator,  who  appears  as  the  advocate  and  defender 
of  the  Administration,  and  who  may  be  supposed 
to  speak  with  some  authority,  that  previous  to  the 
convention  referred  to.  General  Taylor  did  stand 
pledged  not  to  become  a  mere  party  candidate,  and 
that  he  subsequently  changed  his  purpose.  He  is 
thus  placed  upon  the  no-paity  plattorm  by  the 
authoritative  acknowledgment  of  the  Senator.  He 
is  placed,  then,  in  a  position  inconsistent  with  tliat 
which  he  now  occupies,  or  there  would  be  no 
occasion  to  change.  The  construction  which  I 
give  to  “the  earlier  correspondence,”  is  thus  admit¬ 
ted  to  be  correct.  Now,  sir,  the  honorable  Sen¬ 
ator  having  placed  him  upon  that  no-fiarty  platform, 
and  conceded  that  his  earlier  letters  show  the  fact, 
it  is  incumbent  on  him  to  show  when  he  descended 
from  it,  and  went  over  and  placed  him  upon  that 
of  the  Whigs.  But  this  he  failed  to  do.  1  will 
show,  on  the  contrary,  that  so  far  from  it,  General 
Taylor  himself,  long  after  the  Philapelphia  Con¬ 
vention,  in  his  own  letters,  declared  himself  still 
to  be  upon  the  no-party  platform,  and  bound  him¬ 
self  to  it  as  strong  as  bolts  of  iron  in  blocks  of  gran¬ 
ite.  Nay,  sir,  the  statue  of  W ashington,  in  yonder 
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eaclosure,  is  not  more  firmly  fixed  upon  its  pedes¬ 
tal  than  was  General  Taylor  upon  that  platform. 

The  Philadelphia  convention  was  held  on  the 
7th,  8th,  and  9th  of  June,  1848;  and  1  notv  read 
Alters  of  General  Taylor  written  after  that  time, 
in  which  he  gives  the  broad  denial  to  the  Senator’s 
position  that  he  had  then  become  the  Whig  candi¬ 
date,  and  asserts  that  he  is  “  not  a  parly  candidate 
but  still  remains  in  the  position  given  him  by  “  the 
earlier  correspondence.”  Tne  first  and  most  re¬ 
markable  is  in  answer  to  a  letter  from  M r.  Lippard , 
of  Pennsylvania,  the  scope  and  object  of  which 
may  be  best  understood  by  an  examination  of  the 
letters  entire.  Mr.  Lippard  writes  as  follows: 

‘‘  Philadelphia.  July  5,  li>^18. 

“  Gsneral  :  Will  you  reginl  a  word  froiu  a  friend  as  im- 
peruneiu  or  OJtrusive.^  it  is  after  a  goinl  deal  of  reluctance  | 
I  aui  induced  to  troudie  you  again  ;  but  liaving  faitli  in  you 
now,  as  [  have  bad  ever  since  I  pledged  what  literary  repu- 
^tiou  I  (.Ossess  to  y>iu  in  ui>  b.iok — ••  The  Legends  of  3Iex- 
ico,  or  Battles  of  Tavlor’- — .  nia.se  b.dd  to  say  a  frank  word 
lo  Ui.*  General  of  ine  people. 

“Tiiis  is  tne  c.ise  :  Wiili  thousands  of  Democrats  in  this 
State,  1  di^peiid  up'On  your  declaration,  ‘'lliat  you  would  in 
no  case  be  the  President  of  a  paity,  but  the  President  of  the 
people.”  Oil  this  ground  ihf  Democrats  of  Pennsylvania 
will  vote  for  you  by  nundreds  and  thousands. 

‘‘  But  we  are  now  told  thit  you  are  e.vciusively  the  Whig 
candidate,  to  be  ruu  as  a  Whig,  elected  as  a  Whi",  and  un¬ 
der  W'hig  issues. 

‘‘  It  this  be  the  case,  the  Stale  of  Pennsylvania  will  be  lo<t 
to  Taylor  and  the  eomitry. 

“  I  do  riot  believe  this  to  be  the  case.  .  Those  who  think 
with  me  in  this  county  do  not  bi  lieve  it.  But,  lo  set  tne 
matter  at  rest,  will  you  answer  this  letter  with  one  line.? 
and  with  that  line  the  Democratic  hundreds  and  thousands 
ot  Pennsylvaaiia  will  move  in  a  body  for  you. 

“General,  do  not  reject  tnis  appeal  from  a  man  who  lo%’es 
you  for  your  battles,  and  the  moral  grandeur  displayed  in 
them,  but  loves  you,  fir?l  a  >d  last,  because  you  have  taken 
Uie  position  of  Washington — not  with  parties,  but  in  toe 
hearts  of  the  people. 

“  And  as  for  the  line,  say  simply  :  ‘  I  am  still  the  candi¬ 
date,  not  of  a  party  e.xclusively,  but,  if  a  candidate  at  all, 
the  candidate  of  the  whole  people.’ 

“  GEORGE  LIPPARD.” 


that  if  he  would  give  the  answer  prescribed,  tl\e 
Democratic  hundreds  and  thousands  of  that  Stale 
would  move  in  a  body  for  him.  And  the  writer 
says,  that  with  this  answer  in  his  hands,  he  ad- 
*  dressed  the  Democratic  masses,  and,  uii  the  se¬ 
curity  of  General  Taylor’s  unbroken  faith,  assured 
them  he  could  not  become  ihe  President  of  a^iurty, 
and  appealed  to  ilieni  to  sustain  him  us  the  inde- 
I  pendent  c.mdidate,  who  had  no  friends  to  reward 
i  and  no  enemies  to  punish.  Mr.  Lippard  also 
declares,  that  without  ihe  assurances  contained  in 
this  reply.  General  Taylor  could  not  have  obtained 
the  vote  of  Pennsylvania. 

1  now  present  to  the  Senate  General  Taylor’a 
letter  of  Augnsi  9,  accepting  the  nomination  of  a 
meeting  of  Dtmocrulic  citizens  of  Charleston,  South 
Carolina,  on  the  same  ticket  with  General  VV.  0 
Butler,  the  Democratic  candidate  for  Vice  Preei* 
dent: 

Baton  Rouge,  (La.,)  ^iugiat9,  1848. 
Sir:  I  have  the  houor  to  acknowledge  the  leceiplof  jour 
communicatinii  of  the  2t)th  uliiiuo,  oth.-ially  aiinoauciiig  to 
inn  my  nomiiiaiioii  for  ihe  Pie.'idcucy,  by  a  large  L:eet;iig 
of  the  Deaiociatic  citizens  of  Cnarletton,  South  Carrlina, 
held  at  that  eiry  on  the  26ili  ultimo,  and  over  which  you 
were  the  presiding  officer.  'J  liis  deliberate  elpres^ioll  of 
friendly  feeling  e.xi.-ting  tow  ards  me  by  a  large  and  respect- 
''  able  poiiiun  of  tlie  citizens  of  jnur  iistinguished  State  has 
'  been  received  by  me  with  <  nioUons  of  ptulbuiid  giaiitude, 
and,  though  it  be  a  poor  leturii  birsuch  a  higli  and  uninerit- 
-  cd  iionor,  I  beg  them  to  accept  my  hcariftli  tiiank«. 

Concluding  that  this  noiiiination,  like  all  others  which  I 
have  had  the  honor  of  nceiviiig  from  assemblages  of  my 
fellow  citizeii-s  in  various  parts  of  the  Union,  has  been  gen- 
'*  erously  offered  me  without  pledges  or  condiiioiiS,  it  ia 
thankfully  accejdcd ;  and  I  beg  jou  to  assure  uiy  friends  ia 
whose  behalfyou  aie  acting,  that  should  it  be  my  lot  to  fill 
the  office  for  which  I  have  been  nominated,  it  sliall  be  my 
unceasing  effort,  in  the  discharge  of  its  responsible  duties, 

.  to  give  satisfaction  to  my  countrymen. 

Witli  assurances  of  my  high  esteem,  I  have  the  honor  to 
be  vour  obedient  servant,  Z.  TAYLOR. 


To  which  le  ter  the  following  reply  was  received 
by  Mr.  Lippard,  on  the  9Lh  of  August  following 
its  date: 

[Private.]  “  Baton  Rouge,  (La.,)  July  24,  1843. 

“Dear  Sir:  Your  letter  of  the  5th  instant,  a,'king  of  me 
a  line  or  two  in  regard  to  my  p-osition  as  a  candidate  for  the 
Presidency,  has  been  duly  received. 

“  In  reply ,  I  have  to  say  that  £  a.u  NOT  a  party  candi¬ 
date,  and  if  elected,  shall  not  be  the  President  of  a 

PARTY,  BUT  the  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  WHOLE  PEOPLE. 

“X  am,  dear  sir,  with  high  re^pect  and  regard,  ymir  most 
obedient  servant,  ""  ~ 

“Gborte  Lippard,  E  q., 


Z.  TAVLOK. 
Philadelphia,  Pa.'* 


Where  now  ia  the  honorable  Senator’s  position, 
that  “after  he  was  nominated  by  the  Philadel¬ 
phia  convention, and  had  accepted  that  nomination, 
he  was  a  party  candidate  ?”  The  contradiction  is 
positive  and  complete,  not  only  in  substance,  but 
in  language.  The  very  words  are  traversed.  “  He 
was  a  party  candidate,”  .says  the  Senator;  “  I  am 
not  a  party  candidate,”  says  General  Taylor, 
nearly  two  months  after  the  Philadelphia  conven- 


J’o  W.  B.  Pringle,  Esq. 

Comment  upon  these  letters  is  unnecessary. 
We  have  in  one  of  them  the  most  positive  dec- 
ij  laraiions,  and  in  the  other  the  acceptance  of  a 
I  nomination  utterly  inconsisient  with  his  position 
as  a  party  candidate  of  the  Whigs. 

I  As  if  to  remove  all  chance  for  misunderstanding 
whnt  he  intended  in  saying  he  would  not  be  a 
“  party  candidate,”  General  Taylor  has  defined 
’  his  ;Ti('aning  in  his  second  letter  to  Captain  Alli- 
;  son,  dated  East  Pa.scagoulu,  September  4,  1848. 

1  find  the  extract  in  the  speech  of  the  honorable 
’■  Senator  from  Connecticut,  and  present  it  precisely 
;  as  it  is  there: 

I  have  saiil  I  am  not  a  party  ciin  iidate;  ror  am  I  in  that 
straitened  and  sectarian  senst-  wlii«  h  would  prevt  id  u  j  being 
ji  the  President  of  the  people,  ill  case  ot  my  eleciion.  *  * 

*  *  I  am  not  engaged  to  lay  viob-ni  hands  indi.'Criminately 
■  upon  public  officeis,  goi  dand  bad,  wliomay  diireriiiopioioQ 
e  with  me.  Tli:il  £.■>  wliai  I  mean  by  not  being  a 

i  pariv  candidate. 

He  would  not  lay  violent  hands  upon  public  oJ/icerSf 


.tion  !  The  object  for  which  this  letter  was  sought  '  good  and  bad,  who  might  differ  icitli  him  in  cpinicii  ! 

•_  .1  .  —  1-  ’  1  1  'r'l*  At....  ..  i 


appears  in  that  to  which  it  is  a  reply.  General 
Taylor  ia  told  that  thousands  of  Democrat.s  in 
Pennsylvania  depended  upon  his  declaration  that 
he  would  in  no  case  be  the  President  of  a  party, 
and  were  prepared  to  vote  for  him  on  that  gro  md; 


I’his  is  wmai  lie  meant  by  md  being  a  party  candi¬ 
date  !  These  often-repeated  declarations  did  refer, 
then,  to  the  subject  of  proscription.  We  have  the 
authority  of  General  Taylor  liitnself  to  that  effect. 
And  now,  what  we  complain  of  is,  that  he  has  done 


but  that  they  were  now  told  he  had  become  ex-  precisely  what  the  public  v.as  assuied  he  would 
clusively  the  Whig  candidate,  in  which  case  the  !  not  do — that  he  has  laid  violent  hands  indiscriru- 
State  would  be  lost  to  him;  and  he  was  assured  inalely  on  public  officers,  good  and  bad,  and  pro* 


4 


scribed  those  who  differed  with  him  in  opinion 
from  nearly  every  office  of  importance  within  the 
Executive  control. 

But  the  honorable  Senator  contends  that  General 
Taylor  refused  (  >  give  any  pledges  whatever,  and 
cites  expressions  from  some  of  his  letters  to  sustain 
this  position,  A  fair  examination  of  his  letters 
will  lead  to  a  very  different  conclusion,  it  will  be 
found  that  Genera!  Taylgr  refused  to  pledge  him¬ 
self  to  pm'ty;  and  that  he  did  again  and  again  pledge 
himself  to  the  people,  that  he  would  not  be  pledged  to 
party.  Now,  because  he  said  he  would  not  be 
pledged  to  party,  but  would  act  independent  of  it, 
the  argument  of  the  Senator  is,  that  it  is  consistent 
for  him  to  be  the  mere  exponent  of  a  party.  Sir, 
this  position  needs  no  further  comment. 

The  Senator  supposes  General  Taylor  had  an 
aversion  to  the  Presidency,  and  that  he  did  not 
write  his  letters  for  publication,  it  is  not  a  little 
remarkable,  then,  that  his  letters,  from  the  begin- 
ningto  the  end,  should  relate  to  the  subject  of  the 
Presidency,  and  that  they  should  so  uniformly  get 
into  the  public  press. 

He  wrote,  too,  “  with  all  the  frankness  ofa  sol¬ 
dier,”  as  the  Senator  assures  us.  I  will  be  greatly 
obliged  to  that  Senator,  or  to  any  supporter  of  the 
Administration,  to  inform  me  in  which  of  his  letters 
his  position  is  defined  upon  the  exciting  question 
of  the  day,  the  Wihnot  proviso  ?  Will  any  friend 
of  his  be  so  kind  as  to  point  out  the  letter?  Is  it 
not  notorious,  sir,  that  during  the  entire  canvass 
for  the  Presidency,  he  w'as  supported  at  (he  North 
as  the  friend  of  the  proviso,  and  at  the  South  as  its 
reliable  opponent?  In  some  localities,  he  was 
averred  to  be  a  better  proviso  man  than  the  Buffalo 
nominee;  and  in  others,  as  the  only  candidate 
on  which  the  enemies  of  that  measure  could  de¬ 
pend.  Even  to  this  day  w'e  cannot  be  said  to  have 
any  administrative  policy  upon  many  of  the  great 
questions  that  divide  the  country.  No  standard  is 
raised  anywhere.  It  appears  to  be  furled,  and 
under  the  arm  of  some  Secretary,  moving  from 
position  to  position. 

At  the  Philadelphia  Conventioi.  nrt  declaration 
of  principles  was.  promulgated;  and,  according  to 
my  recollection,  a  resolution  was  offered  by  a  del-  | 
egate  from  Ohio,  to  the  effect  tiiat  General  Taylor, 
in  accepting  the  nomination,  should  be  pledged  to 
carry  out  Whig  principles — the  proviso,  tariff,  <fec.; 
and  it  was  declared  to  be  out  of  order!  Yet  the 
honorable  Senator  contoiids  that  the  position  of 
General  Taylor  was  unequivocal,  from  the  moment 
that  he  accepted  the  nomination  of  that  Convention; 
and  he  adduces  certain  remarks  in  the  Union,  and 
extracts  from  a  speech  delivered  by  the  late  distin¬ 
guished  Secretary  of  State,  (Mr.  Buchanan;)  in 
support  of  the  assertion.  These  extracts  show  that 
there  were  those  who  were  not  misled  by  the  no- 

n  professions  that  had  been  made;  but  they 
o  means  established  the  fact  that  this  was 
universally  true.  The  experienced  and  sagacious 
politician  was  incredulous;  while  others,  more  con¬ 
fiding,  believed  and  acted  upon  the  faith  of  decla¬ 
rations  which  they  regarded  as  solemn  and  reliable 
pledges. 

I  now  come  to  cone.idor  to  w'hat  extent  the  sys¬ 
tem  of  removals,  justified  by  the  honorable  Sena¬ 
tor,  has  been  carried  by  this  AdminivStration. 

Prom  the  best  means  of  information  I  have  been 
able  to  obtain,  I  am  constrained  to  believe  that, 
whether  regard  is  had  to  recklessness  of  the  public 


interest  in  the  indiscriminate  proscription  of  faith¬ 
ful  officers,  or  the  extent  to  which  the  system  of 
removals  has  been  carried,  the  Administration 
stands  without  a  parallel  in  the  history  of  the 
country.  1  do  not  desire  to  judge  harshly.  I  pre¬ 
sent  the  facts,  and  ask  others  to  form  their  own 
opinion.  The  honorable  Senator  draws  particular 
attention  to  the  clerkships  and  subordinate  posi¬ 
tions  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  as  if  the  state 
of  things  here  would  necessarily  give  a  view  of  the 
general  administration  of  patronage  throughout 
the  country.  This  District  is  not  the  United  Slates; 
and,  whatever  may  be  the  case  here,  it  has  little 
to  do  with  the  great  question.  The  subordinates 
in  this  city  are  non-combatants;  they  have  not  the 
right  to  vote  on  national  affairs.  They  are  sepa¬ 
rated  from  their  business  associations  in  the  dis¬ 
tant  points  from  v/hich  they  come;  it  often  causes  ^ 
great  individual  distress  to  deprive  them  of  the 
employment  which  brought  them  from  their 
homes;  and  they  stand  on  different  ground  from 
that  of  many  at  home,  w'ho  can  hold  or  leave  office 
without  severing  their  business  associations,  or 
exposing  themselves  or  their  families  to  inconve¬ 
nience.  Yet  the  Senator  admits,  that  since  the 
accession  of  President  Taylor  to  power,  one  hun¬ 
dred  and  six  have  been  removed  in  the  different 
departments  in  this  city,  apart  from  the  appoint¬ 
ments  that  have  been  made  in  consequence  of  re¬ 
signations,  deaths,  or  increase  of  officers.  To 
Justify  this  proscription,  reference  is  made  in  gen¬ 
eral  terms  to  what  is  represented  as  the  proscrip¬ 
tive  policy  of  former  Democratic  Administrations. 
There  has  been  so  much  rnisrept  ssentation  upon 
this  point,  that  the  true  state  of  the  facts  ought  to 
be  known. 

It  has  been  so  often  asserted  that  President 
Jackson  adopted  a  course  of  general  proscription 
in  the  departments  here,  and  that  the  same  policy 
was  pursued  by  his  Democratic  successors,  that  it 
is  really  supposed  by  many  to  be  true.  The  very 
reverse,  however,  is  the  fact.  There  is  great 
misapprehension  upon  this  subject;  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Connecticut  seems  to  have  fallen  into  it. 

I  trust  he  will  allow  me  to  set  him  right  by  pre¬ 
senting  a  few  facts.  I  hope  they  will  be  under¬ 
stood,  and  that  they  will  not  be  forgotten  or  lost 
sight  of. 

When  General  Jackson  came  into  office  on  the 
4th  of  March,  18^9,  the  clerks  in  the  public  offices 
in  the  city  of  Washington  stood,  more  than  four 
Federalists  to  one  Democrat.  The  whole  number 
of  persons  employed  in  the  executive  offices  of  the 
General  Government  in  the  city  was  296;  of  whom 
56  were  Democrats,  and  240  were  Federalists — 
being  a  majority  against  the  Democrats  of  184. 

On  the  1st  of  January,  1832,  after  all  the  changes 
made  in  consequence  of  removals,  deaths,  and  re¬ 
signations,  in  a  period  of  nearly  three  years,  there 
still  remained  a  Federal  majority  of  63 — the  whole 
number  then  being  307;  of  whom  122  were  Dem¬ 
ocrats,  and  185  were  Federalists. 

Mr.  BELL.  Will  the  Senator  allow  me  to  in¬ 
terrupt  him  ?  Of  course,  I  do  not  mean  to  answer 
his  statements;  I  merely  want  to  know  where  he 
got  the  information  that  the  persona  whom  he 
speaks  of  as  being  in  office  in  1839  were  Federal¬ 
ists.  I  w'ant  to  call  the  attentioh  of  the  Senator  to 
the  period  of  time  at  which  they  were  appointed 
to  office,  and  whether  it  was  not  under  the  ad  min - 
1  istration  of  Mr.  Adams,  or  Mr.  Monroe,  or  Mr, 


o 


Madison,  or  Mr.  Jefferson  ?  and  how  many  re¬ 
movals  were  made  by  Mr.  Adams  of  the  old  re¬ 
publican  corps 

Mr.  BRADBURY.  The  honorable  Senator 
appears  to  object  to  the  word  Fedtralut.  I  used  it 
to  designate  those  who  were  opposed  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministration  of  Pres-ident  Jackson,  as  the  term 
Whig  had  not  then  been  applied  to  the  party  that 
is  now  known  by  that  name.  I  was  not  discuss¬ 
ing  the  origin  of  parties,  but  comparing  the  extent 
to  which  proscription  had  been  carried  against 
political  opponents  under  General  Jackson  and 
General  Taylor. 

The  honorable  Senator  from  Tennessee  is  in¬ 
formed  that  those  statistics  may  be  found  in  the 
Extra  Globe  of  May  19,  1841;  and  they  were  ob¬ 
tained  under  such  circumstances  as  are  likely  to 
insure  very  great  accuracy.  The  Daily  Globe  of 
May  5,  1832,  publislied  lists  of  the  names  of  all 
persons  employed  on  the  4ih  of  March,  1829,  and 
on  the  1st  of  January,  1832,  in  each  of  the  depart¬ 
ments,  designating  the  politics  of  each  individual, 
and  specifying  each  case  of  removal,  resignation, 
and  death,  and  showing  who  remained  in  office  in 
January,  1632.  These  lists  were  carefully  pre¬ 
pared,  and  corrections  were  invited  at  the  time  of 
their  publication.  During  this  period  of  nearly 
three  years,  the  number  of  removals  in  the  several 
departments  was  as  fol low’s: 


State . 7 

Treasiirj’ . 19 

War . 5 

Navy .  5 

Post  Office .  4 


i; 


« 


I 


Whole  number 


40 


Making  in  all  forty  removals  only — for  cause  or 
without  cause — during  three-fourths  of  the  first  • 
term  of  President  Jackson’s  administration,  and  ! 
consprising  that  period  in  which  the  larger  part  of 
the  removals  w’ere  made. 


There  were  employed  in  the  different  cepart- 
nient‘»  at  Washington,  as  follows,  viz: 

la'U  IMl 


D. 

State  llepaitiueiit  und  Patent 

F. 

D. 

F. 

D. 

F. 

Office . 1 

19 

9 

13 

9 

29 

Trea-'Urv  Department . 1 

10 

J 

7 

15 

5 

First  Comptroller’s  Office . 10 

k 

10 

8 

10 

7 

Sccni!*!  Comptroller’s  Office... 2 

8 

6 

4 

4 

8 

First  Auditor’s  Office . 2 

11 

o 

11 

6 

8 

Second  Auditor’s  Office . 4 

12 

7 

9 

A 

12 

Third  Auditor’s  Office . 4 

15 

3 

16 

8 

22 

Fourth  Auditor’s  Office . 4 

13 

12 

5 

13 

6 

Filth  Auditor’s  Office . 3 

Sixth  Auditor’s  Office,  created 
in  1836 . 

10 

5 

7 

3 

6 

.29 

23 

Treasurer’s  Office . 0 

6 

3 

4 

4 

9 

Register’s  Office . 3 

21 

6 

17 

3 

22 

General  Land  Office . 2 

Solicitor’s  Office,  created  in 

18 

3 

17 

43 

36 

fi 

1830 . 

3 

2 

3 

War  Department . 4 

15 

7 

9 

5 

3 

Engineer’s  Department . 1 

o 

1 

2 

1 

3 

Adjutant  General’?  Office . 0 

3 

0 

3 

0 

6 

Paymaster  General’s  Off.ce  ...  .0 

3 

0 

4 

0 

5 

Quartermaster  Gen’l’s  Office. .  .1 

1 

1 

0 

2 

4 

Subsistence  Department  . 0 

O 

u 

0 

3 

0 

4 

Surgeon  Generai-’s  Office . 0 

1 

0 

1 

0 

2 

Ordnance  Office . 0 

3 

0 

3 

4 

4 

Navy  Department . 1 

9 

5 

5 

o 

4 

Navv  Commi.-.sioner’-  Office... 2 

12 

3 

11 

1 

8 

Genera!  Post  Office . 11 

35 

32 

22 

44 

9 

Library  of  Coi  gress . 0 

Pension  Office . 

2 

1 

1 

2 

1 

12 

Office  Indian  Affairs .  4  9 

Topfigrapbical  Bureau . 0  2 

Commanding  GenM’s  Office . 0  1 

Clothing  Bureau . 1  0 

Commissary  General  of  Pur¬ 
chases  . 0  3 

Total . o6  240  122  185  224  27t> 

federal  maj-ty  clerks  in  1329 . 134 

“  “  1631 . 63 

“  4tlj  March,  1841 . 52 


Salaries  or  Clerks,  March,  1641. 

Dem.  Ted. 


I  have  been  assured  by  a  gentleman,  who  was 
at  the  head  of  one  of  the  departments  for  four 
years  from  1831,  that  only  a  single  removal  was 
made  in  it  during  the  period,  and  that  was  of  an 
individual  guilty  of  a  criminal  offence;  and  by  an¬ 
other  gentleman  who  was  at  the  head  of  different 
departments  for  about  ten  years,  commencing  at 
the  same  time,  that  no  removal  was  made  by  him 
in  either  department  while  he  presided  over  it. 
Such  was  the  manner  in  which  patronage  was  ad¬ 
ministered  under  “  the  proscriptive  administra¬ 
tions”  of  General  Jackson. 

The  same  Hbei-al  policy  was  continued  by  his 
successor;  and,  on  the  4th  day  of  March,  1841, 
when  General  Harrison  took  possession  of  the 
government,  after  it  had  been  in  Democratic  hands 
for  twelve  years,  the  Whigs  (for  they  had  then 
taken  that  name)  still  retained  a  majority  of  52  in 
the  public  offices  here.  A  list  of  all  the  officers  in 
the  several  departments,  wdih  a  designation  of 
their  political  preferences,  as  indicated  in  the  pre¬ 
ceding  presidential  contest,  was  published  in  the 
Daily  Globe  of  May  5,  1841,  with  an  invitation 
to  all  concerned  to  furnish  corrections,  as  it  wms 
intended  to  republish  it;  and  the  corrected  list  will 
befound  in  the  Extra  Globe,  of  May  19, 1841,  w’ilh 
the  salary  of  each  person  placed  against  his  name. 

1  will  not  give  these  several  lists  in  detail,  as  it 
would  occupy  too  much  of  the  lime  of  the  Senate, 
but  will  content  myself  with  an  abstract,  giving 
the  resnlta  without  the  names. 


^  Stale  Depanraenl  and  Patent  Office. ...  .$11,982 


fi  Treasury  Department .  15,750 

•  First  Auditor .  8,8.' 0 

|i  Second  Auditor .  5,350 

*•  Third  Auditor .  7,850 

Fourth  Auditor .  12,550 

Filth  Auditor .  3,300 

I  Auditor  Post  Office  Department .  38,000 

:|  First  Comptroller .  14,300 

Second  Comptroller .  4,350 

General  Land  Office .  51,950 

Treasurei’s  Office .  6,400 

i  Register’s  Office .  2,750 

Solicitor’s  t.’ffice .  4,650 

'  General  Post  Office .  61,900 

I  War  Department .  8,800 

i  Pension  Office .  3,400 

Ordnance  Office .  4,183 

Paymaster  General’s  Office .  — 

j!  Adjutant  Gener.al's  Office .  — 

■  Office  Indian  Affair.^ .  4,400 

j;  Chief  EngineerV  Office .  1,20  ) 

:i  Siibsitlenee  Office .  — 

jj  Topographical  Bureau .  — 

Quarttrniasier  General’s  ffice .  2.600 

j:  t.'oiumissary  General  Purchases .  — 

:  Surgeon  General’s  Office . — 


Clothing  Bureau .  1,000 

:  Navy  Department .  8,004 

!!  Navy  Commissioner’s  Office .  1,000 

I  Library  of  Congress .  2,2(Jj 


Total  sal.tries  4Ui  March,  1841 . §286,715 

Rmnovals  and  deductioiis  to  19lh  -May, 

1841 .  31,850 


Total  salaries  19ih  May . §251,665 

'  Excess  F«  dtral  sal.iries  4ih  March,  1844 . 


,«!33.576 
*  6' 150 
9,:J50 
15,  lOO 
27,l\50 
7,400 

9.800 
2e,600 

8.650 

10.900 
42,100 
10,750 
25,250 

2.800 

11.900 
3,030 

15.300 

3;883 

6,162 

6,110 

12,200 

3,156 

4,800 

2,000 

4,200 

3.650 
1,947 
1,000 

4.650 
8,450 


§331,328 


34,850 

§366,178 

§44,613 


6 


Excess  Federal  salaries  19th  May,  1841,  (!e^s  than 

three  months  after  the  inauguration  of  President 

.  $114,313 

According  to  these  tables,  which  are  believed  to 
be  correct,  we  have,  then,  in  these  offices: 

A  Whig  majority,  March  4,  1839 . 184 

“  January  1,  1833 .  63 

March  4, 1841 .  52 

And  this  has  been  represented  as  proscription, 
and  used  as  a  justification  for  the  actual  proscrip¬ 
tion  that  followed  the  accession  of  the  Whigs  to 
power  under  General  Harrison  ! 

Upon  his  death,  Mr.  Tyler,  who  had  been 
elected  Vice  President  by  the  Whigs,  became 
President;  and  the  Democratic  party  is  in  no  way 
responsible  for  the  rules  which  he  adopted  in  dis¬ 
pensing  the  patronage  of  the  Government.  The 
Democracy  neither  nominated  nor  elected  him; 
and  1  protest  against  the  attempt  of  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  to  hold  them  responsible  for  his 
acts,  or  to  palm  off  upon  them  the  men  whom  he 
and  his  friends  put  into  office. 

On  the  expiration  of  Mr.  Tyier^s  term,  Mr. 
Polk  assumed  the  reins  of  government;  and  so  far 
from  proscribing  all  the  Whigs  he  found  in  the 
offices,  as  has  been  sometimes  represented,  he 
practised  great  liberality.  Making  some  removals 
deemed  necessary  to  do  justice  to  hi.s  friends,  who 
constituted  a  large  majority  in  the  country,  it  is 
also  true  that  many  Whigs  were  retained,  and 
many  were  appointed  to  office  under  him.  One  of 
the  late  heads  of  a  department  informs  me  that 
he  appointed  twelve  in  his  department  alone. 

The  general  accuracy  of  this  statement  cannot 
be  controverted;  and  vvliat  a  contra.st  it  presents 
to  the  conduct  of  the  no-party  Administration  that 
has  succeeded  !  Among  all  the  new  appointments 
that  have  been  made,  in  what  department  has  a 
Democrat  been  the  recipient  of  a  place? 

The  honorable  Senator  from  Connecticut  has 
been  led  into  a  mo.st  unaccountable  error  in  regard 
to  the  preponderance  of  Democrats  in  the  Depart¬ 
ments  on  the  accession  of  General  Taylor.  He 
has  given  a  statement  which  I  am  assured  is  so 
wide  from  the  true  slate  of  the  facts,  that  I  am 
constrained  to  notice  it. 

I  cannot  account  for  so  wild  a  calculat  on,  un¬ 
less  it  may  have  been  prepared  for  the  Senator  by 
some  applicant  for  place,  who,  indifferent  to  the 
fate  of  present  incumbents,  made  such  repri-  senta- 
tions  as  might  lead  to  more  removals. 

I  will  now  give  w'hat  1  understand  to  be  the 
facts.  In  May  last,  a  list  was  carefully  prepared 
by  a  gentleman  who  had  good  opportunity  for 
accuracy,  and  published  in  the  Union. 

1  present  this  table,  with  the  following  explana¬ 
tory  remarks,  from  that  journal  : 

“  Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  Mr.  Tyler  appoint'^d  many 
gentlemen  as  Whigs  in  1841,  who  were  oe.'ignated  as 
Democrats  in  1845,  and  w’ho  were  styled  as  Democrats  in 
i&44,yet  when  Mr.  Polk  surrendered  the  government  on  the 
4th  of  March  last,  the  offices  in  Washington  w'ere  then  di¬ 
vided  as  the  following  table  exhibits: 

Whigs.  Democrats. 

Department  of  State . 10  10 

Patent  Office . 13  11 

War  Department . 9  6 

Adjutant  General’s  Office .  8  3  . 

Commanding  General .  9  0 

Paymaster  General . 6  0 

Ordinance .  9  0 

Q,nartermaster  General . 6  5 

Engineer  Corps .  5  0 

Topographical  Engineer . 6  0 

Gommissary  General .  .5  0 


Whigs.  Democrats* 

Surgeon  General . 2  0 

Navy  Department . 4  10 

Bureau  ofCoiisiruction  . 2  8 

Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks .  7  1 

Bureau  of  Hydrography .  1  5 

Bureau  of  Provisions .  2  5 

Bureau  of  Surgery .  2  1 

7’reasury  Department .  8  12 

Treasurer . 8  10 

Land  Office . 28  52 

Pen  ion  Office . 18  18 

Indian  Office .  7  8 

First  Comptroller .  4  18 

Second  Comptroller .  3  15 

First  Auditor .  5  15 

Second  Auditor . 14  31 

Tnird  Audi  tor . 12  18 

Fourth  Auditor .  5  13 

Fifth  Auditor .  9  ^  3 

Sixth  Auditor . 18  40 

Regi.'ter  of  the  I'reasury . 13  15 

Solicitor .  4  5 

Post  Offiv-e  l)cp  rtment . 10  35 

Attorney  General .  I  1 

266  374 

266 

Eveess  of  Democrats . 108 

Tliis  list  embraces  the  Innids  of  departments,  clerks,  and 
messengers,  up  to  March  3,  1849.  as  near  as  can  be  ascer¬ 
tained.  Altiiongli  it  may  be,  in  so\ne  particulars  ofclas.sifi- 
eation,  incorrect,  it  is  tijoiiglit  that  (he  errors  will  swell  the 
Wiiig  ^ide  and  decrea-e  the  Democratic.  Ft  was  prepared 
for  ns  by  a  g  oitleman  wlio  has  taken  some  interest  in  such 
.statistics  for  a  nninher  of  years  past,  and  whose  extensive 
personal  acquaintance  and  great  industry  of  research  give 
every  assurance  of  it.s  general  accuracy. 

I  have  also  been  furnished  with  a  statement  in 
reference  to  tlie  heads  of  the  bureaus,  the  chief 
clerks,  and  some  other  of  the  principal  officers  in 
this  city,  whicli  may  throw  further  light  on  the 
subject : 

Without  including  the  heads  of  departments,  who  are,  of 
course,  all  Whiits,  and  the  chiefs  of  the  bureaus  of  the  De¬ 
partments  of  War  and  of  the  Navy,  the  surnmary  stands 
thus : 

Whig. 
5 


Auditors . 

Comptrollers  . 

Treasurer . 

Register  of  the  Treasury . 

Solicitor . 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury... 
Commis.sioner  of  Patents, 

Pensions, 

Lands, 

Customs, 

Indian  Affairs,  and 
Public  Rt’.ildings, 

Examiners  of  the  Patent  Office . 

Assi.^tanl  Examiners . 

Assistant  Postmaster  General . 

United  Stales  Marshal. 


Dem. 

I 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 


ii 

ti 

n 

a 

u 


1 
1 
2 
0 

District  Attorney .  0 


City  Postmaster 
Warden  .... 
Navy  Agent. 


CHIEF  CLERKS. 

Dem.  Whig. 

_  1  5 

Auditors . 1  5 

Comptrollers .  1 

Register .  0 

Solicitor .  0 

Treasurer .  0 

Assistant  Secretary..  0 
ComiuLssioners . 0 


3 

3 

li 

1 

It 

1 

» 

1 

7  ax 


Chief  clerks  of  departments 

ii 


li 


20 


Bureaus  in  War  and 
Navy  Department. 


8—  7 
14 


28 

54 


I  Seventeen  bureaus  held  by  civilians,  3  Democtatic,  14 
I  Whig. 
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So  much  for  some  of  the  principal  officers  here. 

1  annex  a  schedule  of  particulars  which  has  been 
furnished  me,  to  afford  the  means  of  correction,  if 
any  mistake  exists.  (See  note  B  ) 

But,  sir,  I  do  not  stop  here.  1  propose  to  go 
beyond  this  District,  into  the  States,  and  see  what 
the  facts  are  there.  There  are  the  diplomatic  and 
consular  corps,  the  marshahs,  the  district  attorneys, 
the  collectors  and  officers  employed  in  the  collec¬ 
tion  of  the  customs,  the  registers  and  receivers  in 
the  land  offices,  the  postmasters,  and  in  fine  the 
thousands  of  officers  extending  all  over  the  coun¬ 
try,  upon  whom  the  Executive  power  and  patron¬ 
age  can  be  brought  to  bear.  But  before  I  examine 
into  the  manner  in  which  this  patronage  has  been 
exercised  by  the  present  Administration,  1  will  go 
back  t.o  the  alleged  proscription  under  President 
Jackson,  and  set  history  right  on  that  subject. 
This  can  best  be  done  by  presenting  to  the  Senate, 
and  to  the  country  a  few  substantial  facts.  If  the 
honorable  Senator  had  recollected  them,  he  would 
hardly  have  fallen  into  the  errors,  or  indulged  in 
the  language  he  saw  fit  to  use.  He  says:  “  Gen¬ 
eral  Jackson,  at  an  early  day  after  his  accession  to 
office,  entered  upon  a  wholesale  system  of  pro¬ 
scription  or  removals  for  opinion’s  sake,”  and 
this  system  was  prosecuted  with  relentless 
vigor,”  according  to  the  Senator,  during  the  entire 
period  of  his  administration,  and  that  of  his  suc¬ 
cessor,  Mr.  Van  Buren. 

Now,  sir,  let  us  look  at  this  relentless  proscrip¬ 
tion,  and  see  what  it  was. 

In  answer  to  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  Rep 
resentatives  of  July  16,  1841,  an  official  list  was 
laid  before  that  body,  by  the  heads  of  the  depart¬ 
ments,  of  all  officers  appointed  by  the  President, 
with  the  advice  of  the  Senate,  who  had  been  re¬ 
moved  from  office  from  the  4th  of  March,  1829, 
to  the  4th  of  March,  1841,  and  they  numbered  pre¬ 
cisely  two  hundred  and  eighty-three. 

This  period  comprises  the  twelve  years  while 
the  administration  was  in  Democratic  hands,  under 
Jackson  and  Van  Buren,  and  while  the  “  whole¬ 
sale  system  of  proscription”  was  prosecuted  “  with 
relentless  vigor!”  I  give  an  abstract  containing 
the  removals  under  each  department. 

List  of  the  number  of  officers,  who  derive  their  appointment 
from  the  nomination  of  the  President  and  concurrence  of 
the  Senate,  removed  from  office  from  the  Ath  of  March, 
lt39,  to  the  4th  of  March,  1841. 

Oepartoient  of  Slate — Diplomatic . 21 

Consuls . 44 

Marshals,  attorneys,  See . 37 

Miscellaneous . 16 — 118 

War  Department — Dismissed  or  not  reappointed ....  11 

Treasury  Departnent — Collectors . 46 

Surveyors . 12 

Naval  officers . 7 

Appraisers . 13 

Registers  in  Land  Office. .  .19 

Receivers  “  “ . 36 — 133 

Post-Offiee  Department — Deputy  postmasters  from 

July  2, 1836 — the  date  of  the 
act  authorizing  such  ap¬ 
pointments .  15 

Total  In  13  years . 383 

On  the  ^ih  of  March,  1841,  the  anti-proscriptive 
party  came  into  power,  under  Harrison  and  Tyler; 
and  it  appears,  in  answer  to  the  resolution  of  July 
16,  that  the  number  of  removals  of  the  same  class 
of  officers  to  which  I  have  referred,  from  the  4th 
of  March  to  the  time  of  the  response  in  July  fol¬ 
lowing,  (subordinates  not  being  embraced  in  either 
^Ase,)  was  182 — nearly  two-thirds  a»  many  in 


four-and-a-half  months,  under  the  non-proscrip- 
tive  policy  of  the  Whigs,  as  occurred  in  twelve 
years,  under  the  proscriptive  administrations  of 
Jackson  and  Van  Buren! 

Mr.  DAWSON.  Will  the  Senator  allow  me 
to  ask  him  a  miestion  ? 

Mr.  BRADBURY.  Certainly,  sir. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  How  many  were  removed 
during  the  first  six  months  of  General  Jackson ’i 
Administration  ? 

Mr.  BRADBURY.  1  am  unable  to  state  the 
precise  number  in  that  particular  period. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  The  important  officers  are 
generally  removed  during  the  first  few  months  of 
the  incoming  Administration;  and  I  suppose  it 
will  be  found  that  most  of  the  removals  were  made 
in  the  early  part  of  the  administration  of  General 
Jackson. 

Mr.  BRADBURY.  It  may  be  so;  and  I  find 
that  under  Jackson’s  administration,  the  number 
of  postmasters  removed  during  the  first  year  was 
491;  while  we  are  informed  by  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut,  that  during  the  first  year  of  the  pres¬ 
ent  Administration,  the  case  statids  (March  9, 
1850)  as  follows: 

Appointed  by  tlie  Postmaster  General,  on  removals.  .  3.4r6 
a  “  on  resignation!*  2,802 

“  on  deatll^ .  218 

New  appointments  by  the  Postmaster  General . 6,426 

MAKING  6,426  NEW  APPOINTMENTS, 
AND  3,406  REMOVALS  IN  A  A’EAR,  UN¬ 
DER  THE  ‘-LIBERAL  POLICY”  OF  GEN. 
TAYLOR,  AGAINST  491  UNDER  “THE 
RELENTLESS  PROSCRIPTION”  OF  GEN. 
JACKSON  !  But  this  is  not  all;  the  Senator’s 
language  includes  only  the  removals  made  by  tht 
Postmaster  General,  and  not  those  where  the  emolu¬ 
ments  exceed  one  thousand  dollars  per  annum,  and 
the  appointment  comes  from  the  President.  And 
as  to  the  large  number  of  resignations,  some  of 
them  arose  from  the  offices  being  worthless,  and 
others  to  prevent  being  removed. 

But  the  Senator  says  there  are  many  post  offices 
remaining,  from  which  no  removal  has  been  made. 
Aside  from  the  fact  that  many  of  them  have  long 
been  held  by  Whigs,  what  is  the  character  of  the 
offices  remaining,  compared  with  those  from  which 
removals  have  been  made?  Are  they  lucrative  or 
important?  Not  at  all.  As  a  general  remark, 
they  are  places  of  little  income,  hardly  paying  for 
the  trouble  of  discharging  the  duties.  And  yet 
the  honorable  Senator  gravely  compares  them  by 
number  with  the  valuable  offices  which  have  been 
filled  by  his  friends;  as  if  an  office  that  paid  one 
or  two  dollars  per  month  should  offset  one  whose 
emoluments  were  one,  two,  or  three  thousand  dol¬ 
lars  a  year !  Such  mode  of  reaeonin"  has  no 
parallel,  except  by  that  of  the  magistrate  in  Knick¬ 
erbocker,  who  adjudicated  upon  the  accounts  of 
two  litigants  by  counting  the  leaves  of  the  ledgers 
upon  which  their  mutual  charges  were  made,  and, 
finding  that  each  contained  an  equal  number,  he 
decided  that  the  accounts  balanced,  and  dismissed 
the  parties !  Such  appears  to  be  the  rule  of  de¬ 
cision  of  the  honorable  Senator.  The  Senator 
states  the  number  of  removals  of  postmasters  in 
Maine,  and  I  presume  he  does  it  correctly;  but  he 
omits  to  say  that  every  one  holding  his  place  under 
the  President’s  appointment,  with  a  solitary  ex¬ 
ception,  ha.s  been  removed. 
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J  regret  that  the  honorable  Senator,  after  giving 
the  removals  under  the  Post  Office  Department, 
did  not  see  fit  to  go  on,  and  inform  the  Senate  of 
the  number  under  the  other  departments  of  the 
public  service— how  many  marshals,  district  attor¬ 
neys,  land  officers,  collectors,  surveyors,  and  sub¬ 
ordinates  in  the  custom  houses^ — and  that  he  has 
chosen  to  give  us  no  light  upon  this  wide  field  of 
executive  patronage.  Thus  left,  we  must  seek 
such  information  as  can  be  obtained  from  other 
sources.  Anxiously  desiring  to  be  accurate  in  my 
statements,  and  to  do  no  injustice  to  any  one,  1 
sought  information  from  members  of  Congress, 
from  different  States,  as  to  the  facts  in  their  re¬ 
spective  localities,  and  {  now  submit  letters  from 
members  from  several  of  the  States: 

A  member  from  New  York  writes: 

In  answer  to  your  inquiry  how  generally  the  system  of  re¬ 
moval  from  office  for  political  opinions  has  been  adopted  in 
our  Stale  by  the  present  Administration,  and  to  what  extent 
Democrats  there  have  been  retained  in  office,  I  can  only 
eay,  that  so  far  as  I  have  any  knowledge,  not  a  single  Dem¬ 
ocrat  holds,  at  this  lime,  any  office  of  the  least  importance 
in  New  York,  within  the  reach  of  the  Federal  Government. 
There  may  be  here  and  there  a  deputy  postmaster  in  some 
obscure  neighborhood ;  but,  from  the  general  course  pur¬ 
sued,  it  is  evident  that  all  have  been  displaced  whose  suc¬ 
cessor  could  be  agreed  upon,  or  when  one  could  be  found 
who  would  accept  the  office. 

A  member  from  Mississippi  writes: 

III  reply  to  your  inquiry  of  this  morning,  I  have  to  stale, 
that  I  know  very  few  Democratic  officers  in  Mississi[)pi  who 
have  been  permitted  to  retain  offices  under  this  Administra¬ 
tion.  Some  of  the  most  worthy  and  faithful  men  in  our 
Stale  have  been  removed  for  no  apparent  reason,  except 
tbattiicy  were  known  to  Ire  decided  Democrats. 

A  member  from  Indiana  writes: 

In  reply  to  your  inquiry  I  have  to  state,  that  I  know  of  but 
one  incumbent  friendly  to  the  last  Administration,  of  any 
valuable  or  prominent  office  or  employment,  held  under  the 
United  States  in  Indiana,  who  has  not  boon  removed  from 
office  since  President  Taylor  came  into  power,  on  the  5th  of 
March,  1&49.  I  do  not  say  but  that  there  may  be  occasion¬ 
ally  a  Democratic  postmaster  in  the  country  left  undisturbed, 
where  the  emoluments  of  the  post  are  too  insignificant  to 
excite  the  cupidity  of  an  office-seeking  neighborf 

A  member  from  Florida  writes: 

The  sweep  in  Florida  has  been  general  and  complete.  Only 
one  Democrat  remains  in  any  office  of  iniportaiiee,  so  far 
as  1  recollect;  and  he  owes  Ins  continuance,  thus  far,  to  a 
dispute  between  different  applicants  for  the  stHiil.  Of  course 
allusion  is  made  to  salaried  offices.  A  Democialic  post¬ 
master  retained  at  St.  Augustine,  is  an  exception  to  the 
general  rule  which  has  been  put  in  practice. 

A  member  from  Illinois  writes: 

In  reply  to  your  inquiry  I  take  occasion  to  say,  that  in  my 
(^nion,  no  Democrat  in  my  State  (Illinois)  holds  a  Federal 
office  at  this  time,  of  any  consequence  or  emtsideration. 

A  member  from  Texas  writes: 

In  answer  to  your  inquiry  in  relation  to  removals  from 
office  in  nur  State,  I  have  to  say,  that  every  Darnocrat  who 
held  an  office  of  any  iuqrortance,  has  been  removed,  (there 
may  be  two  or  three  exceptions,  as  there  are  that  many 
whose  polities  I  do  not  know,)  and  their  places  have  been 
evipplied  by  Whigs— several  of  them  from  other  States. 

A  member  from  Alabama  says: 

This  Administration  has  seized  upon  netuly  every  im¬ 
portant  office  iu  this, State,  (Alabama.)  and  they  are  now 
filed  by  Whigs.  The  exceptions  are  few  and  generally  un¬ 
important. 

A  member  from  New  Hampshire  writes; 

In  answer  to  your  inq.uriee,  removals  have  generally 
been  made  in  the  most  insportant  offices  in  New  Hampshire 
by  the  present  Adaiitiistratioji,aiid  Whigs  appointed  in  place 
of  Democrats. 

To  which  a  member  from  Vermont  adds: 

» 

The  same  is  true  with  regard  to  Vermont. 


A  member  from  Ohio  says: 

In  reply  to  your  inquiry,  I  have  to  say  that  in  the  section 
of  Ohio  in  which  I  recide,  removals  h.ave  been  made  by  the 
present  Administration  of  a  very  large  majority  of  the  per¬ 
sons  holding  any  office  of  importance  on  the  4th  of  March, 
1819,  and  appointments  made  from  the  ranks  of  the  friend? 
of  the  Administration. 

A  member  from  Tennessee  says: 

In  answer  to  your  note  of  this  date,  I  have  to  say  that 
nearly  ail  the  offices  under  the  General  Government  in  the 
State  ofTennessee,  of  any  importance  or  emolument,  are 
now  filled  by  Whigs. 

A  member  from  Connecticut  writes: 

In  answer  to  an  inquiry  just  put  to  me,  I  have  to  say  that 
there  are  in  my  congressional  district,  sixty-eight  post 
offices,  and  the  incumbents  of  thirty  five  of  them  have  beeii 
changed  within  the  last  year.  Of  the  others,  a  large  nunibei 
of  the  incumbents  have  already  agreed  in  politics  with  Ihe 
present  Administration.  1  think  there  are  not  trrore  than 
six  or  eight  offices  now  in  the  charge  of  Democrats,  whose 
annual  income  is  over  one  hundred  dollars. 

A  member  from  Michigan  says: 

Yours  of  this  date,  asking  for  information  as  to  the  extent 
to  which  Democrats  have  been  removed  from  office  by  the 
present  Administration  in  the  State  of  Michigan,  is  just  re¬ 
ceived. 

In  reply,  I  have  to  state  that  I  know  of  no  Democrat  whe 
now  holds  any  office  in  Michigan  of  any  considerable  profit 
or  importance  under  the  National  Administration.  As  re¬ 
gards  the  important  and  desirable  offices,  either  Dfmocrate 
have  been  removed  to  make  room  for  Whigs,  or  Whigs  ap¬ 
pointed  in  their  places  on  the  expiration  of  their  coininis- 
sions. 

A  member  from  Pennsylvania  writes: 

As  you  are  in  process  of  investigation  of  the  removals  and 
changes  of  ofiicers,  I  can  state  that  iu  Pennsylvania  all  the 
important  oflices  have  been  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Whigs  by  the  pri  sent  Adminisiration. 

i  A  member  from  Arkansas  writes; 

In  reply  to  your  inquiry,  I  have  to  say  that  the  registert 
and  receivers  (fourteen  in  number)  in  tlie  State  of  Arkan¬ 
sas  were  removed  on  the  same  day,  soon  after  the  accessioi; 
of  President  Taylor  to  office.  About  the  same  time  the  dis 
:  trict  attorney  and  surveyor  general  were  removed,  and  a  few 
months  afterwards  the  marshal.  As  far  as  I  am  informed, 
tile  princip<'il  postmasters  have  been  removed,  and  succeedcC! 
1  by  persons  of  different  politics.  * 

il  A  member  from  Kentucky  writes; 

[j  The  important  offices  in  my  section  of  the  State  of  Ken- 
!  lucky  have  been  taken  from  the  Democrats,  and  given  tc 
P  the  Whigs.  Some  postmasters,  even,  who  kept  office*- 
[I  merely  for  the  convenience  of  the  neighborhood,  have  been 
Ij  removed,  and  Whigs  appointed  in  their  stead, 

ij  In  ray  own  State,  every  office  of  importance  ii 
ij  now  filled  by  the  friends  of  the  powers  that  be. 
Collectors  of  customs,  surveyors,  marshal,  district 
attorney,  postmasters  appointed  by  the  Pre.sident, 
(with  a  solitary  exception,)  most  of  the  other  post¬ 
masters  whose  emoluments  are  of  any  consider¬ 
able  importance,  and  even  keepers  of  the  light¬ 
houses,  have  been  swept  by  the  board.  Proscrip- 
I  tion  has  done  its  work  perfect;  and  “  violent  hands 
j  have  been  laid,  indiscriminately,  upon  the  public 
I  officers”  who  differed  from  General  Taylor  in  po- 
j  litical  opinion,  notwithstanding  they  were  /tones!, 
capable,  and  faithful,  and  far  less  obnoxious  to  the 
j  charge  of  political  partisanship  than  those  whf 
!  have  succeeded  them. 

1  A  statement  has  been  sent  to  me  in  regard  to  the 
j  custom-house  in  Salem,  Massachusetts.,  showing 
I  that  there  has  been  no  time,  for  the  last  fifteen 

I  years,  when  the  larger  share  of  the  emoluments  of 
Ij  that  office  was  not  received  by  Whigs,  and  that  no 
Ij  removal  of  subordinates  had  been  made  undei 

II  Democratic  Administrations;  yet,  upon  the  acces¬ 
sion  of  President  Taylor,  pro.scription  has  sought 

i  out  such  victims  as  the  accomplished  and  talented 
l!  Hawthorne.  , 
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But  I  need  not  cite  further  evidence  on  this  sub*  I- 
ject.  The  same  response  comes  from  every  quar-  'I 
ter  of  the  Union. 

The  position,  that  under  no  former  Ad ministra-  ' 
tion  has  the  work  of  proscription  been  carried  to  : 
so  great  an  extent,  is  abundantly  sustained  by  the  |j 
facts  which  I  have  presented.  I  believe,  further,  , 
that  the  number  of  removals  will  be  found  to  be  || 
nearly  as  great,  if  not  greater,  than  the  aggregate  [| 
of  all  that  have  been  made  by  every  Democratic  || 
Administration  from  the  foundation  of  the  Govern-  ji 
ment  to  the  present  time.  What  a  redemption  of  |l 
the  no-party  pledges  that  were  made  to  the  coun-  jl 
try!  What  an  exemplification  of  that  “liberal  li 
policy”  which  affects  to  scorn  the  odious  system  jj 
of  bestowing  the  public  offices  as  the  spoils  of  party  J 
victory!  Yet  the  honorable  Senator  in  his  zeal  J 
calls  for  more  removals !  I  pray,  let  them  be  made,  ] 
if  the  Administration  desire  it;  for  the  few  places  ! 
which  have  been  spared  are  of  little  comparative  j 
importance.  j 

For  what  purpose,  sir,  I  ask,  is  all  this  proscrip¬ 
tion  ?  ! 

Is  it  to  equalize  the  offices  9  The  facts  I  have 
stated  show  that  such  aground  of  justification  has  ; 
nothing  to  support  it — that  there  can  be  no  pre¬ 
tence  that  equality  has  been  the  rule  of  action.  ■ 

Mr.  BADGER.  I  would  ask  the  honorable 
Senator  if  the  writers  of  the  letters  he  has  read 
say  that  they  were  improper  removals?  The 
honorable  Senator  did  not  read  anything  of  the 
kind. 

Mr.  BRADBURY.  They  were  removals  of 
Democrats,  and  Whigs  were  appointed  to  succeed 
them.  The  officers  removed  were  men  who  had 
the  confidence  and  respect  of  the  community;  but 
being  a  Democrat  appears  to  be  regarded  as  a  suf¬ 
ficient  ground  alone  to  make  a  removal  “  proper,” 
in  these  days  of  non-prosciption. 

Mr.  BORLAND.  If  the  honorable  gentleman 
will  allow  me  a  moment.  Inasmuch  as  it  seems 
to  be  desirable  to*  collect  information  upon  the 
subject,  I  feel  disposed  to  contribute  a  little,  and 
to  say  that  in  my  State  the  Administration  has 
not  only  removed  all  the  Democrats,  but  some 
of  the  Whigs  also,  and  some  of  its  own  appoint¬ 
ments. 

Mr.  BRADBURY.  Another  ground  of  justifi¬ 
cation  I  understand  to  be  that  the  officers  removed 
were  active  partisans,  or  interfered  in  elections. 
How  happens  it,  then,  that  the  new  appointments 
have  generally  been  made  of  the  most  active  parti¬ 
sans  in  .the  country?  Presidents  of  Rough  and 
Ready  clubs,  and  political  orators  who  devoted 
themselves  to  party  electioneering,  have  been  put 
into  office,  while  some  of  the  most  quiet  and  unex-  i 
ceptionable  men  have  been  removed.  If  the  object 
ih  the  selection  had  been  to  procure  political  inter¬ 
ference,  the  choice  could  not,  in  many  cases,  have 
been  more  fortunate.  The  absurdity  of  this  pre¬ 
tence  is  so  palpable,  l  am  tempted  to  show  it  up. 

A  Representative  from  Kentucky  some  time  ago 
sent  me,  unsolicited,  the  following  letter,  which 
will  explain  what  services  were  expected  to  be 
performed  by  the  newly-appointed  officers;  and 
how  far  fealty  to  the  *^dministralion  is  the  price  of 
patronage: 

House  or  Representatives,  March  20,  1850. 

Sir:  The  subject  of  removals  from  office  by  the  present 
Administration  is  under  consideration  in  the  Senate,  and 
yourself  and  the  honorable  Mr.  Smith,  of  Uonnecticut,  are 
engaged  in  its  discussion.  1  was  appointed  by  Mr.  Polk 


postmaster  at  Maysville,  July  1,  ld45,  and  unn  win  r<'  ahou» 
the  middle  of  June  )a.-t,  Ixfore  m>  i.oinmiJ-.-ioii  had  ixpif'  ■ 
Eli  D.  Anderson,  e.-q..  was  appoinli  d  by  (In end  Ta.iio^  l< 
succeed  me.  1  have  never  received  to  this  day  any  oti  •'  i 
notice  of  my  removal.  The  friemh  of  tlie  Admini'ira.ii'r 
in  KentU' ky  gave  as  the  r*  a-on  f-r  my  r*  inova!  tha-  I  w,. 
an  active*  polilioian,  and  il  was  contiary  to  the  dnctiine  ni 
purposes  of  the  Adnuni-tration  to  retain  any  man  in  »liiC' 
who  took  an  active  part  in  poiitie.s.  While  I  wa.s  eanvai' 
ing  the  district,  and  at  a  distant  p.nint,  several  large  bagt 
of  political  documents,  addressed  to  iny  successor,  Mr.  An 
dersori,  and  franked  hy  the  Hon.  'J'ruma.n  Smith,  were  sent 
from  Wa-hington  city  to  the  Maysville  post  office,  and  s 
large  quantity  of  them  delivered  to  a  Whig  named  .Moore^ 
and  distributed  llirougli  the  district.  When  1  returned  tc 
Maysville,  1  went  to  the  post  office,  called  u|»oti  the  post¬ 
master,  procured  some  of  the  documents,  and  rt  lieved  my 
worthy  successor,  Mr.  Anderson,  of  a  part  of  the  labor  ol 
distributing  tiiem,  hy  exhibiting  tliem  to  the  people  myseli 
upon  every  occasion  where  I  made  a  speech  afterwards. 

Mr.  Anderson,  when  the  documents  were  received,  wa*; 
in  the  discliarge  of  his  duties  as  postmaster,  and  every 
package,  which  contained  some  live  or  six  electioneering 
documents,  intended  falsely  to  create  the  impression  in  my 
district  that  the  Democrats  were  in  alliance  witli  the  Abo¬ 
litionists,  was  franked  by  Mr.  Smith  and  addressed  to  Mr 
Anderson.  I  was  dismissed  from  office  because  I  was 
ail  active  politician,  and  because  the  rule  of  the  Admiuistra 
tion  was  not  to  retain  politicians  in  office  ;  but  my  successoi 
had  not  become  familiar  with  the  duties  of  his  office  before 
Mr.  Smith — whether  under  the  advice  or  not  of  the  Admin 
isiration,  I  do  not  know — selected  him  as  the  agent  through 
whom  to  secure  my  defeat  as  a  candidate  for  Congress,  by 
the  distribution  of  electioneering  documents  slandering  thi 
Democratic  party. 

These  facts  you  are  at  liberty  to  make  use  of,  and  givr 
me  as  authority,  should  you  think  it  advisable  to  do  so. 

Very  respectfully  your  obedient  servant, 

R.  H.  STANTON. 

Comment  is  unnecessary. 

Failing  to  vindicate  the  Administration,  and  find¬ 
ing  the  task  too  uninviting  to  be  pursued,  my  hon¬ 
orable  friend  has  abandoned  it,  to  engage  in  a  re¬ 
view  of  the  history  of  the  Democratic  party.  He 
commenced  this  part  of  his  labor  with  an  attack 
upon  the  Administration  of  President  Jackson, 
That  Administration  has  become  a  part  of  the  his¬ 
tory  of  the  country,  inscribed  upon  some  of  its 
brightest  pages,  and  needs  no  defence  from  me 
The  laboring  millions,  in  whose  behalf  its  tri¬ 
umphs  were  achieved,  vindicated  and  sustained  it. 
It  is  now  recollected  for  the  impress  it  stamped 
upon  the  legislation  of  the  country,  and  the  ben¬ 
efits  it  conferred.  I  can  always  forgive  a  Whig 
for  any  decorous  assault  upon  President  Jackson 
That  party  have  strong  reasons  for  rememberine 
him  with  chagrin.  He  struck  down  and  trampled 
their  idol  policy  in  the  dust.  He  destroyed  their 
well-concerted  schemes.  An  organized  and  pow¬ 
erful  party  allied  itself  with  a  gigantic  system  ot 
internal  improvement,  and  the  associated  wealth 
of  the  nation,  controlled  by  an  immense  banking 
establishment,  with  its  branches  in  every  part  of 
the  Union;  and  by  these  mighty  aids  it  was  upor 
the  point  of  attaining  and  establishing  itself  perma¬ 
nently  in  power.  The  avenues  of  business  were 
controlled;  the  public  press  and  public  men  were 
attached  to  its  interest,  and  accommodated  hy  its 
capital.  Schemes  were  on  foot  that  would  have 
required  millions  and  tens  of  millions  of  dollars 
to  complete  them.  They  made  a  direct  appeal  to 
local  interests  so  numerous  that  resistance  was 
dangerous  and  seemed  hopeless.  President  Jack- 
son  was  urged,  from  regard  to  every  consideratior.. 
affecting  himself,  and  the  safety  of  the  party  with 
which  he  had  acted,  to  forego  the  veto.  He 
preferred  the  public  good  to  present  ease  and 
temporary  success,  and  did  his  duty,  and  met 
the  shock.  The  same  devotion  to  principle 


impelled  him  to  grrapple  with  and  crush,  in  a 
more  desperate  conflict,  the  United  States  Bank. 
Is  it  strange,  then,  that  when  engaged  in  the 
struggle  to  which  these  questions  gave  rise,  the 
people  should  have  insisted  that  their  champion 
should  stand  at  the  helm  for  another  term  ?  As¬ 
suredly  not;  and,  although  favorable  to  the  one- 
term  principle,  he  is  not  obnoxious  to  the  censure 
of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  for  yielding  his 
wishes  at  the  call  of  the  country,  and  consenting 
to  a  reSlection. 

He  “corrupt  the  public  press,”  or  bring  the 
patronage  of  the  Government  into  conflict  with  tlie 
freedom  of  elections!  How  preposterous  the 
charge!  It  was  not  he  who  advanced  money  to 
editors.  They  did  not  look  to  him  for  $52,000 
loans.  The  Senator  has  mistaken  the  direction  to 
which  he  should  turn  his  investigations  on  this 
subject.  .Let  him  seek  for  information  in  the 
archives  of  that  corporation  which  sought  to  con¬ 
trol  the  currency  and  the  politics  of  the  county. 

The  honorable  Senator  contends  that  General 
Jackson  was  elected  President  upon  pledges  not  to 
make  removals  from  office;  and  that  upon  his 
accession  to  power,  he  violated  these  pledges  “  by 
entering  upon  a  wholesale  system  of  proscription.” 
It  is  a  sufficient  answer  to  this  position  that  he 
was  not  elected  upon  any  pledges  of  the  kind. 
Reform  was  the  watchword  of  the  canvass.  But 
upon  what  proof  does  the  Senator  rest  his  allega¬ 
tion  ?  Upon  letters  written  during  the  contest, 
giving  to  the  public  assurances  as  to  his  position 
or  course  of  action,  like  those  of  General  Taylor? 
Not  at  all.  He  wrote  no  such  letters;  his  friends 
gave  no  such  assurances.  The  honoral)le  Senator 
can  find  nothing,  absolutely  nothing,  except  a  letter 
written  to  Mr,  Monroe,  twelve  years  before  that 
time,  making  suggestions  in  reference  to  circum¬ 
stances  then  existing.  And  I  need  not  say  that 
the  Senator  must  have  found  himself  sorely  pressed 
to  attempt  any  analogy  between  such  a  letter  and 
the  direct  and  unequivocal  assurances  that  flooded 
the  country  during  the  recent  presidential  contest. 

The  allusion  of  the  honorable  Senator  to  the  ex¬ 
penditures  under  President  Jackson’s  adminstra- 
tioHs  was  most  unfortunate  for  his  purpose.  It 
was  calculated  to  provoke  examination  into  a  sub¬ 
ject  about  which,  I  should  suppose,  he,  as  the 
especial  friend  of  the  present  Administration,  would 
feel  not  a  little  sensitive.  By  reference  to  official 
documents,  it  will  be  found  that  the  total  expendi¬ 
ture  of  the  Government  for  the  year  1830,  exclu¬ 
sive  of  payments  on  account  of  the  public  debt, 
was  $13,2^,533;  and  the  average  annual  expendi¬ 
ture,  as  above,  during  the  first  term  of  President 
Jackson,  was  $14  062,469.  The  Florida  war  in¬ 
creased  the  expenditures  beyond  this  amount  du¬ 
ring  the  second  term.  Now,  sir,  we  have  laid  upon 
our  tables  an  estimate  of  appropriations,  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1851,  from  the  Treas¬ 
ury  Department,  which  calls  for  the  modest  sum 

of. . . . . . $44,997,092  73 

From  which  deduct  estimates  for 
payment  on  account  of  the  pub¬ 
lic  debt .  7, .533, 850  10 

And  there  will  remain .  37,461,242  63 

This  sum  should  be  further  reduced 
by  the  estimated  cost  of  collect¬ 
ing  the  customs,  as  this  expense 
was  formerly  deducted  before 


the  revenues  were  paid  into  the 


treasury .  2,700.000  00 

And  there  will  still  remain .  34,761,242  63 


Almost  thirty-five  millions  op  dollars,  as 
the  estimated  expenditure  for  the  next  year  by  an 
Administration  whose  friends  and  champions  ar¬ 
raign  that  of  Jackson  for  extravagance  1  Whether 
this  vast  amount  will  be  sufficient  or  not,  we  do 
not  know.  How  much  may  be  appropriated  for 
internal  improvements  remains  to  be  determined. 
But  if  a  tithe  of  what  is  asked  shall  be  granted, 
and  receive  the  Executive  approbation,  millions 
more  will  be  required.  We  have  just  had  a  de¬ 
ficiency  bill  before  ns  which  appropriates  some 
two  millions  of  dollars,  I  think,  to  make  up  for 
the  deficiencies  in  the  appropriations  of  the  last 
year. 

Mr.  DAWSON,  Will  the  Senator  allow  me 
to  ask  one  question  for  information  r  How  much 
of  this  estimate  of  the  deficiency  bill  is  for  a  bal¬ 
ance  due,  arising  out  of  transactions  of  the  past 
Administration?  I  merely  wish  to  ask  to  prevent 
misapprehension,  and  for  the  purpose  of  placing 
the  truth  before  the  country.  In  a  country  like 
this  the  facts  should  be  fairly  represented  by  all 
parties.  Ifany  error  of  the  Government  has  taken 
place,  it  is  to  be  remedied  by  a  proper  understand¬ 
ing.  i  have  sufficient  confidence  in  the  ititelligence 
of  the  country  to  believe  that  no  Administration 
can  impose  upon  our  people,  and  ask  for  appro¬ 
priations  to  which  they  are  not  entitled. 

Mr.  BRADBURY.  Undoubtedly  a  considera¬ 
ble  portion  of  the  appropriation.s  in  the  deficiency 
bill  is  necessary  to  meet  expenses  wliich  grew  out 
of  the  late  war.  i  did  not  assail  or  condemn  that 
bill;  it  was  necessary  that  I  should  refer  to  it  to 
give  an  accurate  view  of  the  extent  of  the  appro¬ 
priations  now  called  for.  The  lionorable  Senator 
does  not  allude,  to  the  thirty-five  millions  that  are 
called  for,  for  the  ordinary  expenses  of  the  gov¬ 
ernment,  in  a  year  of  }>rofound  peace,  but  ex¬ 
presses  hi.s  confidence  that  no  Administration 
will  ask  for  appropriations  to  which  they  are  not 
entitled.  I  have  not  the  slightest  disposition  to 
do  any  injustice  to  the  Administration.  I  re¬ 
ferred  to  known  facts — to  dorument.s  which  they 
have  spread  before  us;  and  I  should  rejoice  if  I 
could  be  of  any  service  in  arresting  the  progress 
of  this  Government  in  extravagance  of  expendi¬ 
tures,  by  calling  attention  to  the  subject.  In  1830 
the  population  was  little  less  than  thirteen  millions, 
and  the  expenditures  were  a  fraction  more  than  a 
dollar  for  each  inhabitant.  The  present  popula¬ 
tion  may  be  a  little  more  than  twenty  millions, 
and  the  ordinary  expenditures  at  the  rate  of  more 
than  one  and  three-fourths — thus  showing  that  the 
expenditures,  instead  of  diminishing,  are  increas¬ 
ing  at  a  ratio  of  seventy-five  per  cent,  faster  than 
the  population,  in  the  period  to  which  I  have  re¬ 
ferred.  It  is  time  to  pause,  and  consider  to  what 
end  this  course  will  lead,  and  what  is  to  be  the 
burden  upon  the  people  when  our  population  shall 
reach  the  number  that  a  few  more  decades  will 
give.  It  is  time  to  see  if  something  c.annot  be 
(lone  in  the  way  of  retrenchment — something  to 
limit  such  enormous  expenditures.  To  do  this, 
not  only  the  Executive  departments,  but  Con¬ 
gress  must  cooperate  in  the  effort. 

The  Senator  was  unfortunate,  also,  in  his  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  expense  of  collecting  the  customs  at 
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the  port  of  New  York,  and  the  number  of  persons 
employed  in  that  service,  under  President  Jackson. 

This  number,  as  given  by  the  Senator,  is  aw 
follows  : 


1829 
1831 
1833 

1830 


212 

2H8 

324 

328 


In  the  Secretary’s  estimate  to  which  I  have  re¬ 
ferred,  I  find  that  provision  is  now  asked  for  more 
than  700  pc'rsotis  in  this  same  custom-house.  Hus 
the  revenue  increased  so  greatly  beyond  the 
amount  in  J833,  as  to  keep  pace  with  this  increase 
of  force?  By  no  rne.Hns  The  revenue  from  cus¬ 
toms  in  1833  was,  in  round  numbers,  twenty-nine 
millions  of  dollars;  which  is  little  short  of  the 
amount  which  the  Secretary  estimated  would  be 
received  from  that  source  the  present  year.  1  ' 
believe,  sir,  a  very  general  and  very  extensive 
reform  is  demanded,  to  bring  down  the  expendi¬ 
tures  of  the  Government  to  some  leasonable  lim¬ 
its.  The  estimate  for  he  next  year  is  large;  the 
indiceUiom  of  extrava^atice  are  alarming;  and  the 
assault  on  PresiOent  Jackson’s  administration  pro¬ 
vokes  a  conlr:  st  of  great  interest  to  the  people  of 
this  country,  if  they  w'ould  escajie  the  fate  of  the 
over-taxed  subjects  of  EciMpean  Governmenls. 

It  is  a  startling  fact,  (hat  though  the  Federal 
Government  w^as  instituted  for  a  few  specific  ob¬ 
jects,  its  extienses  have  increased  until  they  r»w 
equal,  if  theydo  not  e.Koeec!,  the  aggregate  expend¬ 
itures  of  the  various  local  governments  of  the 
Union-  State,  county,  and  municipal— wltose 
province  is,  to  execute  most  of  the  [mrposes  of 
civil  government. 

The  honorable  Senator,  after  his  review  of  the 
administration  of  President  Jackson,  takes  up  that 
of  Mr.  Polk, and  attempts  to  hold  him  responsible  | 
for  the  action,  under  the  House  proposition,  in-  | 
stead  of  the  Senate  amendment,  of  the  resolution 
for  the  annexation  of  Tex  >s.  The  resolution,  as 
amended,  authorized  a  choice  of  two  mode.s  of  ac¬ 
tion;  and  the  selection  was  made,  without  the 
authority  or  advice  of  Mr.  Polk,  by  the  Adminis¬ 
tration  which  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  con¬ 
tributed  to  place  in  pow’er,  against  the  united  effort 
of  the  Democratic  party.  He  and  his  friends  are 
responsible  foi  that  selection,  w'hich  was  made  j 
before  t.be  Government  went  out  of  their  hands, 
The  question  of  reversing  the  decision,  after  it  had 
once  been  made  by  competent  authority,  is  a  very 
different  one  from  that  of  making  the  original  de¬ 
cision.  A  question  of  power  arises,  upon  which 
different  opinions  may  be  entertained.  i 

But  tlie  Senator  thinks  Mr.  Polk  violated  the 
principles  of  the  Kane  letter,  by  his  support  of  the 
policy  of  the  tariff  of  1846  Upon  this  point  1  ; 
take  issue  with  my  honorable  friend,  and  maintain  I 
that  the  general  principles  of  that  tariff  are  identi-  ! 
cal  with  those  of  the  letter.  The  letter  advocates  I 
the  policy  of  extending  fair  and  just  protection  to  ; 
all  the  great  interests  of  the  whole  Union,  em¬ 
bracing  agriculture,  the  mechanic  arts,  commerce,  j 
and  navigation,  as  well  as  manufactures;  and  i 
hence  the  objection  in  the  minds  of  some  persons,  i 
W’ho  appear  to  regard  manvfactures  as  alone  enti-  1 
lied  to  the  fostering  care  of  the  Government.  1  ; 
will  let  the  letter  speak  for  itself:  i 

Colombia.,  Tennesseb,  June  19,  1848. 

Dear  Sir;  1  have  recently  received  several  letters  in  ref¬ 
erence  io  my  opinions  otiUie  sulgectoftbe  taiiff,  and  among  ' 


Olliers,  yours  of  the  30th  ultimo.  My  opinions  on  this  sub¬ 
ject  have  been  often  given  to  llie  jMihlic  They  are  to  b« 
found  in  my  public  ucu^,  and  in  the  public  diseusHintis  in 
vvhici)  I  have  pnrtici|mied.  I  am  in  favor  of  a  tariff  for 
revenue — such  a  one  as  will  3ir,l(l  a  sufficient  amount  to  th« 
treasury  to  defray  the  f  xpen.-rs  of  tlie  Governineiit,  r  eo- 
MOinieally  adinini-lered.  In  adju.'ting  Ih*  details  of  a  rev¬ 
enue  tariff,  I  have  iieretofore  sanetion»  d  such  moderate  di^- 
criiiiinuting  duties  as  would  prorlu  e  Ihe  amount  of  revenue 
needl'd,  and  at  the  sani  *  time  afford  reasonable  incidental 
protection  to  our  borne  indu  try.  1  am  npjursr  d  to  a  tariff 
for  protection  merely,  and  not  for  revenue.  Acting  upon 
tliese  general  piinciples,  it  is  well  known  that  I  gave  my 
support  to  the  policy  of  Gt  iieral  Jackson’s  adniiiii.-tration 
oil  this  nibject.  I  voted  agains-t  the  tariff  act  of  1828.  I 
voted  for  tlie  act  of  1S32,  which  contained  iiiodifications  of 
some  of  tlie  ohjectionable  provisions  of  the  act  of  1828.  Ai 
a  iiietuher  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  of  the 
House  of  Jlcpreteiitafives,  I  ga\e  rny  as-r  nt  to  a  hill  re- 
(lorfeil  hy  that  committee  in  Deceuiln  r,  1833,  making  further 
modifications  of  the  act  of  1828,  and  making  also  discrimi¬ 
nations  ill  tlie  imposition  of  the  duties  which  it  piopnsed. 
That  bill  did  not  pass,  but  was  supersed*  d  by  a  bill  com¬ 
monly  callcfl  tlie  coinpiomise  bill,  for  which  I  voted.  In 
my  judginr  nt  it  is  the  duty  ot  the  Government  to  r  xtend,  as 
far  as  it  tn.ty  be  practicable  to  do  so,  by  its  revenue  laws, and 
all  other  means  within  its  power,  fair  ami  just  protection  to 
all  the  great  interests  of  the  whole  U.iion,  emlnacitig  agri- 
coluire.  luiniif ictures,  the  nieeiianic  arts,  commerce,  and 
navigation.  I  heartily  approve  the  resolutions  upon  this 
subject  passed  by  rJie  iJemocratic  Natioual  Convention, 
lately  asse.-abled  at  Baltimore. 

1  am,  with  great  respect,  dear  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

JAMES  K.  POLK, 

J.  K.  Kane,  E  q.,  Philadelphia. 

Can  there  be  a  more  triumphant  refutation  of 
the  honorable  Senator’s  position  than  is  here  pre¬ 
sented  ?  It  will  not  now  be  denied  that  the  tariff 
of  1846,  in  spite  of  Whig  predictions  to  the  con¬ 
trary,  has  proved  to  be  eminently  a  revenue  tariff. 
It  has  brought  into  the  treasury  a  larger  revenue 
than  any  previous  system,  and  at  the  same  time 
has  afforded  incidental  protection  to  all  the  great 
interests  of  the  country,  as  is  attested  by  their 
general  prosperity. 

The  outgoing  administration  of  President  Polk, 
so  far  from  exhibiting  any  disposition  “  unworth¬ 
ily  to  clutch  at  the  offices,”  displayed  a  spirit  of 
great  liberality  towards  that  of  its  successor.  The 
appropriations  that  were  made  for  the  outfits  and 
salaries  of  the  diplomatic  corps  called  for  a  corre¬ 
sponding  spirit  of  magnanimity.  The  bill  for  the 
establishment  of  a  Board  of  Commission  cn  Mex¬ 
ican  claims  passed  a  Democratic  Senate,  with  a 
provision  that  necessarily  gave  all  the  appoint¬ 
ments  under  it  to  the  incoming  Administration. 
President  Polk  refrained  from  making  a  single  ap¬ 
pointment  authorized  by  the  act  to  establish  the 
territorial  government  of  Minnesota,  and  the  act 
creating  a  Home  Department,  although  he  had 
the  power  so  to  do,  and  a  majority  of  his  political 
friends  in  the  Senate  to  act  on  his  nominations. 
And  from  the  same  motives  of  delicacy,  he  refused 
to  make  the  appointment  of  minister  to  Berlin, 
until  he  was  urged  to  waive  these  scruples  by  the 
political  opponents  of  the  distinguished  gentleman 
who  was  sent  to  that  court;  and  he  yielded  to  them 
what  he  had  denied  to  his  own  political  friends. 

M  r.  KING.  1  will  state  hero  that  the  President, 
declared  some  time  before  the  expiration  of  his 
term  of  office,  that  he  should  not  fill  any  office, 
excepting  such  as  were  necessary  for  the  transac¬ 
tion  of  public  business.  The  only  instance  of 
departure  from  it  was  in  this  nomination  of  min¬ 
ister  to  Berlin;  and  the  reasons  upon  which  he 
acted  are  understood  by  the  Senate,  and  have  been 
referred  to. 

Mr.  BRADBURY.  The  honorable  Senator  has 


nl!3o  referred  to  many  matiers  of  detail,  which  I  !i 
have  not  time,  nor  do  I  think  it  necessary ,  to  notice.  |! 
Possibly,  his  remark  in  reference  to  the  accumu-  ■! 
lation  of  unfinished  business  in  some  of  the  bu-  p 
reaus  mishl  be  calculated  to  do  injustice  to  the  h 
officers  who  had  filled  them.  The  Second  Auditor’s  ]i 
office  was  referred  to  in  particular.  Now,  I  can  j 
readily  perceive  that  upon  the  conclusion  of  the  i 
Mexican  war,  which  called  out  a  large  number  of  ! 
troops,  regular  and  volunteer,  the  accumulation  of 
business  in  an  office  which  had  charge  of  the 
settlement  of  the  numerous  army  accounts  for  the  j 
pay  of  the  officers  and  men,  and  for  transportation,  { 
must,  of  necessity,  be  so  great  that  some  lime  ; 
would  be  requisite  to  bring  them  up.  j 

I  do  not  propose,  however,  to  go  into  the  con-  j 
sideration  of  these  subjects.  I  think  I  have  said  i 
enough  in  reply  to  the  remarks  of  the  honorable  | 
Senator,  unless  I  should  mention  some  of  the  spe¬ 
cific  objections  he  has  urged  against  the  resolution 
itself. 

I  regard  the  resolution  as  sufficiently  “  definite” 
to  be  free  from  objection  on  that  account.  There 
will  be  no  difficulty  in  ascerlainingits  meaning;  and 
we  are  not  to  presume  that  the  Senate  will  make  ; 
an  improper  use  of  the  information  tliat  shall  be  I 
laid  before  if,  in  answer  to  the  call.  It  is  objected  i: 
that  the  resolution  asks  fcr  chat'gtHf  instead  of  the  |i 
rensoiis  for  the  removal  of  officers  that  have  been  i' 
dismissed.  If  the  Senators  on  the  other  side  of  | 
the  Chamber  prefer  the  change,  1  liave  no  objection  i 
in  making  it.  I  purposely  avoided  the  latter 
phraseology,  under  the  impression  that  it  would 
be  more  objectionable;  and  I  supposed  that  some 
might  regard  it  as  wanting  in  deference  to  call 
upon  the  Executive  for  the  reasons  upon  which  he 
acted  in  the  exercise  of  legitimate  powers,  where 
no  such  objection  would  lie  against  a  call  for  the 
information  on  which  he  acted.  I  am  aware  that  | 
the  bill  reported  by  the  late  Senator  from  South  i 
Carolina  [Mr.  Calhoun]  in  1835,  and  which  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clay]  stated  a  few 
days  ago  he  voted  for  at  the  time,  and  could  ! 
vote  for  again,  required  the  President  to  give  to  ; 
the  Senate  the  reasons  for  every  removal,  when  he  | 
should  send  in  the  nomination  of  a  successor.  That  | 
bill  passed  the  Senate  by  a  large  majority,  and  I  ' 
cannot  conceive  how  any  person  who  could  sus- ' 
lain  that  measure  can  have  any  constitutional  ob- 1! 
jcclions  to  this  resolution.  I  can  refer  the  Sena-  : 
tors  over  the  way  to  an  unbroken  chain  of  | 
precedents,  where  they  and  their  friends  have  i 
voted  for  resolutions  involving  not  only  the  prin-  ij 
ciple  of  this,  but  other  principles  far  more  ob-  | 
noxious  to  objection;  and  I  cited  many  cases 
of  this  character  in  my  former  remarks  suffi¬ 
cient,  I  conceive,  to  remove  every  constitutional 
objection  to  it.  I  might  multiply  the  num¬ 
ber  of  precedents,  but  do  not  deem  it  necessary. 
The  resolution  is  respectful  in  terms;  it  calls  for 
information  which  the  Senate  ought  to  have,  and  | 
which  is  necessary  for  the  appropriate  discharge 
of  executive  duties,  and  in  vindication  of  a  great 
number  of  honorable,  upright,  and  faithful  citizens,  ] 
who  believe  that  their  reputation  is  suffering  j 
wrongfully,  and  claim  that  their  accusers  shall  !j 
bring  out  their  charges  to  the  light  of  open  day,  h 
that  the  cause  for  their  expulsion  from  the  public  j| 
service  may  be  acknowledge*}  and  seen  and  known  ij 
of  all  men.  I  do  not  understand  that  magnanimity  j 
which  abandons  friends  v/hen  they  are  in  the  right;  ;! 

« 


and  I  will  never  practice  it.  Having  endeavored 
to  do  my  duty,  I  now  leave  the  subject,  with  the 
repetition  of  a  remark  which  I  made  on  a  former 
occasion — that  it  is  not  the  policy  of  ntaking  re¬ 
movals  that  I  assail  or  cal!  in  question;  it  is  the  in¬ 
consistency  between  the  professions  and  practice 
of  the  parly  in  power — the  bread)  of  faith  solemnly 
pledged  to  know  no  party,  and  to  make  removals 
only  for  cause,  followed  by  a  general  expulsion  of 
Democrats,  with  an  imputation  of  moral  or  official 
delinquency  thrown  upon  them.  It  is  this  of  which 
I  complain,  and  which  the  American  people  will 

condemn,  - 

NOTE  A. 

Extract  from  my  speech  of  January  15,  containing 
the  quotations  from  General  Taylor*s  letters. 

I  will  refer  to  but  a  few  of  the  numerous  lettere 
of  the  President  and  speeches  of  his  friends.  The 
first  which  I  shall  read  is  an  extract  of  a  letter  from 
General  Taylor  to  the  editor  of  the  Morning  Sig¬ 
nal,  dated  May  18,  1847.  He  says: 

“  In  no  case  can  J  permit  myself  to  be  the  candidate  ot  a 
party,  or  yield  myself  to  party  schemes.” 

In  his  letter  to  Dr.  Bronson,  dated  August  10, 
1847,  declining  any  parly  nomination,  is  the  fol¬ 
lowing  declaration: 

I  have  thus  given  you  the  circumstances  under  whicl; 
only  can  I  be  induced  )o  accept  the  high  and  responsible 
office  of  President  of  the  United  States.  I  need  hardly  add 
that  I  cannot,  in  any  case,  permit  myself  to  be  brought  be¬ 
fore  the  people  exclusively  by  any  of  the  political  parties 
that  now  so  unfortunately  divide  our  country,  as  their  can¬ 
didate  for  this  office.” 

In  his  letter  to  a  citizen  of  Lansingburg,  New 
York,  published  in  the  Troy  Daily  Post,  he  says; 

“  But  I  will  not  be  the  candidate  of  any  party  or  clique  ; 
and  should  the  nation  at  large  seek  to  place  mein  the  chair 
of  the  chief  magistracy,  the  good  of  all  parties,  and  the  na¬ 
tional  good  w'ould  be  my  great  and  absorbing  aim.” 

The  celebrated  letter  to  Captain  Allison,  con¬ 
tains  the  following  explicit  declaration: 

“  First.  I  reiterate  what  I  have  often  said  :  I  am  a  Whig, 
but  notan  ultra  Whig.  If  elected,  I  would  not  be  the  mere 
President  of  a  party.  I  would  endeavor  to  act  independent 
of  party  domination.  I  should  feel  bound  to  administer  the 
Government  untratnmeled  by  jmrty  schemes.” 

And  he  further  says: 

l  have  no  private  purposes  to  accomplish — no  part* 
projects  to  build  up — no  enemies  to  punish — nothing  to 
serve  but  my  country.” 

To  Mr.  Muhlenburg,  president  of  a  Democratu 
Taylor  State  Convention  nominating  him  as  a 
Democratic  candidate  for  the  Presidency,  Novem¬ 
ber  25,  1847,  he  writes: 

“  The  resolutions  of  the  meeting  have  given  me  great 
pleasure  and  satisfirction,  as  the  expression  of  high  respeci 
and  consideration  from  the  people  of  Pennsylvania.” 

On  the  same  day  his  response  to  a  Ff^hiff  nomi¬ 
nation  says  : 

“  I  have  read  the  resoluiioii.s  adopted  by  the  meeting  will 
great  piide  .ind  pleasure.” 

To  the  no-parly  nomination  of  a  meeting  at 
Baltimore,  he  responds:  j 

“The  political  senfiments  embraced  in  the  preamble  and  * 
re.solutious  adopted  at  that  meeting,  I  rejoice  to  say,  meet  j 
my  cordial  approval  and  assent;  and  I  must  be  permitted  ' 
to  add,  that  as  they  have,  with  so  much  confidence,  placed 
mv  name  in  nomination  before  thecountry  on  their  own  re- 
sponsil»i!itv,  free  from  party  action  and  the  exaction  of  ; 
pledges  from  myself,  I  shall  serve  them  strictly  as  a  consti¬ 
tutional,  and  not  as  a  party  President,  (in  the  event  already  ‘ 
alluded  to,)  and  as  my  ability  will  permit.” 


\ 
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One  of  the  resolutions  which  w’cre  so  cordially  : 
Improved,  is  in  these  words: 

^’h  Resolved,  'riial  t!!C  phufarm  of  the  CoastilutioK  iifmji 
vliich  G.'neral  T.iylor  sratnt.s  belorc  »ti“  ptojilc,  ^ruaraiilyiti:,' 
^qual  ri^nitd  to  all,  faniislies  a  ^'llr(■  and  ainpU;  basis  upon  i 
which  all  our  fellow-citiv'ens,  wlioiher  kinnvn  as  1)  in  icratic 
Of  Whig,  Native  or  N  itmalizeil,  may  unite!  in  hi'  supiiurl, 
and  participate  in  the  benelits  of  good  government  U!!d<  r  his 
Administration.”  ; 

I  now  present  the  letters  entire,  so  tar  as  1  have  ;■ 
"hem  at  command,  from  which  the  extracts  are 
taken;  and  I  appeal  to  the  Senate  that  no  injustice 
was  done  in  selecting  the  extracts.  The  following  i 
?s  the  famous  “  Signal  letter;”  il 

Headquarters  Armv  of  Occupation,  *1 
Oump  near  Monterey,  Miy  18,  JSdl.  ji 
<5m  :  I  have  the  honor  to  ackiiowled^'c  the  receipt  of  your  f| 
tetter,  with  the  encloaire  of  your  editorial  extracted  from  | 
the  “  Signal”  of  the  13ih  April.  J 

At  this  lime,  my  public  duties  command  so  fully  my  at-  L 
tention  that  it  is  impossible  to  answer  your  letter  in  the  '' 
terms  demanded  by  its  courtesy,  ami  the  imfiortanee  of  the  ! 
sentiments  to  which  it  alludes :  neither,  indeed,  had  I  t  ie  j! 
time,  should  1  feel  myself  at  liberty  to  enter  into  the  few  and  ! 
most  general  subjects  of  public  policy  suggested  by  the  ar¬ 
ticle  in  question.  My  own  personal  views  were  better  wiilt- 
held  till  the  end  of  the  war,  when  my  usefulness  as  a  mill-  I 
tary  chief,  serving  in  the  field  against  the  common  emmiy,  j 
shall  no  longer  be  C'impromiscd  by  their  expression  or  dss-  ; 
cussion  in  any  manner.  1 

F/oin  manysources  1  have  been  addressed  on  the  subject  ' 
of  the  Presidency,  and  1  do  violence  cieither  to  myself Hor  j 
to  my  position  as  an  officer  of  the  army  hy  acknowledging  to  : 
you,  as  I  have  done  to  all  who  have  all  ;dc(l  to  the  use  of  ! 
my  name  in  this  exalted  connection,  that  my  services  ^re  j 
aver  at  the  will  and  call  of  the  country,  and  that  I  am  not  ^ 
prepared  to  say  that  I  shall  refuse  if  the  country  calls  me  to  ' 
lihe  presidential  office,  hut  that  I  can  and  shall  tield  to  no  i 
call  that  does  not  come  from  the  spontaneous  action  and  ! 
•<Vee  will  of  the  nation  at  large,  and  void  of  lito  sbghtest  [ 
jgency  of  rny  own. 

For  the  high  honor  and  responsibilities  of  such  an  office, 

I  take  this  occasion  to  say  that  I  inave  not  the  slight'-st  as¬ 
piration;  a  much  more  tranquil  and  saiisfaclory  lite,  al  ter  j 
Uie  termination  of  my  present  duties  awaits  mo,  i  trust,  in  j 
■the  society  of  my  family  and  particular  friends,  and  in'  the 
occupations  most  congenial  to  my  wishes.  Tn  no  case  can  I 
I  permit  myself  to  be  the  candidate  of  any  party,  or  yield  j 
myself  to  party  schemes.  i 

With  these  remarks,  I  trust  you  will  pardon  me  foi  thus  [ 
briefly  replying  to  you,  which  I  do  with  a  high  opinion  aud  ; 
decided  approval  of  the  sentiments  and  views  emb.’-aced  in  j 
your  editorial.  | 

With  many  wishes  for  your  prosperity  in  life,  and  great  ji 
usefulness  in  the  sphere  in  wdiich  your  talcmts  and  exer-  j 
tions  are  embarked,  [  beg  toacknowdedge  mysel  ',  most  truly  ! 
«rd  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant,  j 

Z.  TAFLOR,  I 

Major  General  U,  S,  il 

txs.  W”.  Taylor,  Esq.,  Oindnnati,  O.  • 

The  next  on  the  list  is  the  letter  to  Dr.  Bronson,  [ 
ieclining  any  party  nomination,  anti  refusing  to  | 
give  any  pledges.  i 

Headquarters  Ar?iy  of  Occupation,  ! 

Camp  near  Monlei'ey,  August  10,  1847. 
i^iRt  Your  letter  of  the  17th  ultimo,  requesting  of  me  an 
ftxposilion  of  my  views  on  the  questions  of  national  policy 
now  at  issue  between  the  political  parties  of  the  Fnited 
States,  has  duly  reached  me. 

I  must,  take  occasion  to  say  that  many  of  my  letters,  ad-  I 
dressed  to  gentlemen  in  the  United  States  in  answer  to  simi-  ! 
lar  inquiries,  have  already  been  made  public,  .and  I  bad  1 
greatly  hofred  that  all  persons  interested  had  by  this  lime 
obtained  from  them  a  sufficiently  accurate  knowledge  of  my  ! 
views  and  desires  in  relation  to  this  subject.  As  it  appears,  | 
however,  that  such  is  not  tlie  case,  I  deem  it  proper,  in  re-  i 
ply  to  your  letter,  distinctly  to  repeat  that  1  am  not  before  j 
the  people  of  the  United  States  as  a  candidate  for  die  next 
Presidency.  It  is  my  great  desire  to  rcttirn,  al  the  close  of 
this  war,  to  tlie  discharge  of  lliose  professional  duties,  and 
io  the  enjoyment  of  those  domestic  pursuits,  from  which  I 
was  called  at  its  commcncemetit,  and  for  wdiich  my  tastes 
and  education  best  fit  me. 

I  deem  it  but  due  to  candor,  to  state  at  the  same  time,  that 
if  I  were  called  to  the  presidential  chair  by  the  general 
voice  of  the  people,  without  regard  to  their  political  differ-  ! 


euces,  I  should  deem  it  to  be  my  duty  to  acc«  pt  lie  ohicc. 
But  while  I  freely  avuw  my  auacliiiicul  Uillie  aenum.-trailve 
IMilicv  of  our  early  IT. 'i.lenls,  I  d-sii  e  u  ttj  be  uadtr.^t  axi 
that  I  camiot  su'amit,  cteii  in  ihu-  aiceptieg  it,  to  the  ex 
action  or'  any  otluo  pi'  (!g“  as  to  th;  r'ours.  I  boulil  rsir- 
sue  (ban  that  of  uiscnaigmg  it-  liiiictioiis  Vi  the  bi-to(  my 
ability,  ami  stricoy  in  accordance  w  ith  the  reqmreim  ots  of 
tlie  Coii.'timtion. 

I  havi  Urns  given  you  tbe;  circum  .lances  uiid<  r  ivh:*  h 
only  can  I  be  induced  to  accept  Ibc  bigli  and  re^^pmsible 
oilice  o!  President  of  the  United  Stales.  I  need  haidly  add, 
that  f  cann.'it,  in  any  case,  permit  myself  to  ho  brought 
before  the  pirople  evclufively  by  any  ®l'  the  political  parties 
that  now  so  unfoituuately  divide  oiir  country,  as  tbeir  can¬ 
didate  for  this  office. 

It  affoids  me  ereat  plea-ure,  in  coiiclu.'iou,  fully  to  concur 
with  you  in  your  high  and  just  e:  limaie  ot  the  virtues,  both 
of  head  and  heart,  of  the  distiiiguislied  ciiizeris  (Me-srs. 
Clay,  Webster,  Adams,  McDutlie,  aud  Calhoun)  iiieniioiied 
in  your  letter.  1  have  never  ext  rcisod  ilit!  privilege  of 
voting;  but  had  1  been  called  ujioti  al  the  !i)L.;t  prosidenlial 
eiectioti  to  do  so,  C  should  most  certainly  b.ave  cast  my  vote 
for  Mr.  Clay.  I  am,  .^ir,  very  respectfully, 

Z.  TAYLOR, 

Major  General  UnUed  States  Army. 

F.  S.  Bronson,  M.  U.,  Charleston,  S.  O. 

Eleven  days  tifter  the  “  Signal  letter,”  General 
Taylor  writes  the  following  to  a  citizen  of  Lnn- 
singburg,  New  York: 

Headquarters  Army  of  Occupation, 

Camp  near  Monterey,  May  "ly,  1847. 

Dear  ^ir:  It  is  wit!:  much  pleasure  that  I  acknowledge 
the  teecrpt  of  ynur  mo't  interesting  letter  of  the  1st  instant, 
and  to  which  I  desire  to  reply  in  terms  more  expressive  of 
my  thanks  to  you  lor  your  kind  consideration  for  myself, 
and  yet  ino.-e  so  of  my  high  appreciation  of  the  upright  and 
patriotic  sentimonts  which  are  the  principal  tenor  of  your 
letter;  but  I  am  bunleucd  with  official  dutii  a,  and  at  thi.s 
moment  with  many  letters  from  distant  sources,  which  re 
quire  attention,  aud  wHl  necessarily  oblige  ino  to  reply  to 
you  in  h  w  lines. 

The  presidential  office  presents  no  inducemeiits  to  me  to 
seek  its  honor  or  responsibilities  ;  tiic  traiKpiillity  of  private 
life,  on  the  contrary,  js  the  great  object  of  my  a>pi!Htion  on 
the  conclusion  of  the  xvar;  but  I  am  not  insensible  to  the 
persuasion  that  my  services  are  yet  due  to  the  country,  as 
the  country  shall  see  fit  tocommand  them.  If  still  as  a  soldier, 
I  am  satisfied  ;  if  in  hig  ler  and  more  responsihle  duties,  1 
desire  net  to  oppose  the  manifest  wi.-h  of  the  people.  But 
I  will  not  be  the  eaidiilate  of  any  party  or  clique ;  and 
should  the  nation  at  largo  seek  to  place  me  in  the  chair  of 
the  cliief  magistracy,  the  good  of  al!  parties  and  the  national 
good  would  be  my  great  and  absorbing  aim. 

SfenlimciJts  such  as  these  have  been  the  burden  of  my  re 
jilies  to  all  wiio  have  addressed  me  on  this  subject,  express¬ 
ing  the  assurance  that,  b\  the  s|iontaneou3  and  unanimous 
voice  of  the  people  abme,  and  from  no  agency  of  iny  own, 
can  1  be.  withdrawn  from  tlie  cherished  !iop<  s  of  private  re 
tirementand  tranquillity  x\  hen  pr-ace  shall  return. 

Please  accept,  with  thi.s  my  brief  reply,  the  warm  appre¬ 
ciation,  and  biab  consideration  of  yours,  mo.st  sincerely, 

Z.  TAYLOR, 

Ma  jor  Genrrral.  Unite^l  States  Army. 

Rtpty  (o  a  Whig  ncviinati9n. 

HeadqcaR'iers  Army  of  OrccPATtoN, 
Brazos  Island,  (Texa-.,)  November  ‘25,  1847. 

Leak  Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt 
of  your  favor  of  the  8th  of  October,  conveying  tome  a  copy 
of  the  proceedings  of  a  meeting  of  my  Whig  friends  at 
VV^ayne  bur:;,  Periiisyhania. 

1  have  read  the  resoliuions  adopted  by  the  meeting  with 
great  pride  and  pleasure;  and  I  beg  you  to  convey  to  the 
mtanbers  of  the  sneeting,  on  a  suitable  occasion,  my  thanks 
for  the  distinguished  honot  they  h.ave  so  flatteringly  hentowed 
upon  me,  and  my  assurance  that  I  have  no  wish  or  intention 
of  changing  the  {losition  in  which  I  stand  towardsllie  jienfde 
of  the  country  in  relation  to  the  Presidency,  or  ifie  course 
which  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  pursue. 

My  thank.'  are  due  to  you  for  the  copy  of  your  letter  to  the 
honorable  Mr.  Seaman,  of  New  York,  addre^siid  to  the  New 
York  Mirror. 

1  remain,  dear  sir,  with  high  respr'ct,  your  oliediPHt  ser 
vant,  Z.  TAYLOR, 

I  Major  General  ihmmanding  United  States  Arntih 

To  honorable  Andrew  Stewart. 

I  follow  this  letter  to  the  well-known  ultra  Whig 
protectionist  of  Pennsylvania,  (honorable  Andrew 


Stewart,)  with  another  reply,  writlen  on  the  same 
to  H.  A.  Mahlenbur^,  esq.,  president  of  a  i 
Democratic  State  convention  nominating  General 
Taylor  as  a  Democratic  candidate;  j 

Headquarters  Army  of  Occupation, 

Brazes  Island,  {I’exas, ) November  25,  1847. 
Sir:  I  take  great  ptea^^ure  iu  acknovvlt  riging  the  receipt 
of  your  favor  of  the  Sith  October,  eiiclosiiig  to  me  a  copy  of 
the  prriceeflings  of  the  D.miocratie  Taylor  State  couveution, 
which  assembled  at  Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania.  The  resolu¬ 
tions  of  the  meeting  have  given  me  great  pleasure  and  satis¬ 
faction,  as  tlie  expression  nf  high  respect  and  consideration 
from  the  people  of  Pennsylvania.  1  embr.ace  the  earliest 
moment  to  acknowledge  my  appreciation  of  the  high  honor 
thus  bestowed  upon  me  by  their  nomination  of  me  for  the 
Presidency.  For  yourself,  I  vv  11  not  fail  to  e>  press  my 
thankfulness  for  the  very  courteous  and  .acceptable  manner 
in  which  you  have  conveyed  to  me  the  proceedings  of  the 
convention. 

I  remain,  dear  sir,  with  high  respect,  your  mo^t  obedient 
servant,  Z.  TAYLOR, 

Major  General  United  States  Army. 

II.  A.  Muhlenborg.  - 

Note — B. 

A  statement,  exhibiting  the  names  and  political  creed  of 
the  heads  of  bureaus,  their  chief  clerks,  and  the  chief 
clerks  of  departments,  loho  loert  in  office  on  the  Ath 
of  March,  1849;  also  the  names  of  the  present  in- 
cunxbents,  with  their  political  faith,  March,  1850. 


Chief  Clerks  of  De 
partiuents  and  of 
Bureaus. 


State  Department, 
Chief  Clerk. , 
Treasury  Ikparl’i, 

Chief  Clerk . 

War  Department, 

Chief  Clerk . 

Navy  Department 

Chief  Clerk . 

Interior  Departnih. 

Chief  Clerk . 

Post  Office  Dep’t, 

Chief  Clerk . 

Assist.  See.  Treas., 

Chief  Clerk . 

Lst  Comptroller.. . . 

Chief  Clerk . 

Sd  Comptroller..-.. 

Child  Clerk . 

lst  Auditor . 

Chief  Clerk . 

2d  Auditor . 

Chief  Clerk . 

3d  Auditor . 

Chief  Clerk . 

■4th  Auditor . 

Chief  Clerk . 

5th  Auditor . 

Chief  Clerk . 

6th  Auditor . 

Chief  Clerk . 

Treasurer . 

Chief  (Uerk . 

Register  Treasury . . 

Chief  Clerk . 

Solicitor  of  tlie 

Treasury  . 

Chief  Cleik . 

Commissioner  of 
Land  Office.. 
Recorder  of  Land 

Office . 

Chief  Clerk  Public 

Lands . 

Chief  Clerk  Private 
Land  Claims. . 
Chief  Clerk  Sur¬ 


veys . 

Commissioner  of 

Customs . 

Commissioner  of 
Customs,  Chief 
Clerk . . 


March  4,  1849. 


W.  S.  Derrick,  w 
McC.  Young,  d 
Campbell,  d 

R.  W.  Y oung,  d 


W.  H.  Dtindas,  d 


J.  W  McCulloch,  d 
James  Lamed,  d 
A.  K.  Parris,  d 
J.  M.  Brndhi  ad,  d 
Win.  Collin^,  d 
G  ;orgf  II.  Jones,  d 
J.  M.  MvCalla,  d 
J.  F.  Polk,  d 

Peter  I  lagner,  w 
Jas.  Tliompson,  vv 

A.  O  Dayton,  d 
P.  H.  Gillis,  w 
S.  Pleasanton,  w 
Pbns.  MU'tiii,  w 
P.G  Washington,  d 
Tlios.  E  Browne,  d 
Win.  H' Iden,  d 
W.  B.  Randolph,  w 
D.  Graham,  d 
M.  Nourse,  w 

R.  H.  Gilletr,  (I 

B.  F.  Pleasants,  w^ 

R.  M.  Young,  d 


S.  H.  Laughlin,  d 
John  Robb,  d 
J.  S.  Wilson,  d 


Jno.  Wilson, 


w 


jMarch,  1850. 


VV.  S.  Derrick,  w 
J.  McGinnis,  w 

S.  J.  Anderson,  w 
J.  Etheridge,  w 

D.  C.  Goddard,  w 

VV.  H.  Dundas,  d 
Allen  A.  Hall,  w 
G.  A.  Harrington  jW 

E.  VV’bitilesey,  w 
B.  C.  Seaman,  w 
A.  K.  Parris,  d 
J.  M.  Brodliead,  d 

T.  L.  Smiili,  w 
M.H.  Miller,  W’ 
Philip  Clayton,  w 
Will.  Mechlin,  w 
J.  S.  G.illaher,  w 
Ja-i.  Thompson,  w 

A.  t).  Dayton,  d 

F.  H.  (iilli-s,  w 
S.  Pleasanton,  w 
'I’hos.  Muslin,  w 
J.  W.  Farrclly,  w 
Tlios  E.  Browne,  d 
Wm.  Selden,  d 
VV.  B.  Randolph,  w 
r.  Haines,  vv 

M.  Nourse,  w 

J.  C.  Clarke,  w 

B.  F.  Pleasanton,  w 

J.  Butterfield,  w 

N.  SargenL  w 

- Davis,  w 

J.  S.  VV’^ilson,  d 
Jno.  Wilson,  w 

C.  W.  Rockwell,  w 


J,  D.  Barclay,  w 


« 


Commissioner  of 
Indian  Affairs. . . 
tJoraniissioner  of 
Indian  Affairs, 

Chief  Clerk . 

Coinniissioner  of 

Pensions, . . . 

Couiinis.sioiior  of 
Pi  iisioiis,  Chief 

Clerk . . . 

Cl'mmis^ioner  of 

Patents . 

Coniiiiissioiitr  oi 
Patents,  Chi  el 

Clerk . 

Examiners . ■! 


As’t  Examiners.  - 

\ 

Commissioner  ol 
Public  Build¬ 
ings . 

U.  S.  Mar.-hal . 

City  Postniuster.. . . 
City  Postmaster, 

Chief  Cleik . 

Nary  Agent . 

Di.otiict  Attorney. . 
Warden  of  Peni¬ 
tentiary . 

Chief  of  Bureau  of 
Provisions  and 

Clotliiiig. . . 

1st  Assistant  Post- 
nrastei  General.. 
2d  Assistatit  Post¬ 
master  General  . . 
3d  Assistant  Post¬ 
master  General. . 
IVar  Department 
Chief  Clerk  Quar¬ 
termaster’.'  Dep't. 
Chief  Clerk  Engi- 

neer.s . 

Chief  Clerk  Topo- 
grapliieal  Eiigi- 

neers . 

Chief  Clerk  Ord¬ 
nance  . 

Chief  Clerk  Pay 

Department . 

Cliief  Clerk  «ub- 

sisleiice . 

Chief  (;ierk  isur- 
geon  General . . .. 
Cliief  Clerk  Adjii 
tant  General.... 

Nary  Department. 
Chief  Clerk  fiu- 
reau  Yards  and 

Docks . 

Cliief  Clerk  Bu¬ 
reau  Construc¬ 
tion,  &.C . 

Chief  Clerk  Bii- 
leau  Provisions 
and  Clothing. . . . 
Chief  Clerk  Bii 
reau  Medicine 
and  Surgery . 


W.  Medill, 

(1 

John  Cochran, 

d 

J.  L.  Edwards, 

w 

J.G.  Bei relit, 

<1 

Edmund  Burke, 

d 

H.  IJ.  Svlvfsier 

d 

CliarUs;  Page, 

vv 

W1  NFiizgfiJitd, 

w 

H.  B.  E'  iiwick, 

v\ 

L.  D.  Calc, 

vv 

J.  H.  l  am*, 

w 

T.  R.  IVale, 

w 

c'anmei  Cooper, 

d 

C.  noiiglas, 

d 

- VViill.-ice, 

d 

C.  K.  Gardiner, 

d 

J  E.  K**ndall, 

d 

W,  B.  Scott, 

(1 

F.  B.  Key, 

d 

C.  P.  Sengstack, 

d 

Gideon  Welles, 

d 

S.  R.  Hobbie, 

d 

W.  J.  Brown, 

d 

John  Marron, 

d 

VV.  A.  Gardiner, 

d 

F.  N.  Barbarin, 

w 

G.  Thompson, 

w 

Geo.  Bender, 

w 

N.  Frye, 

w 

R.  Gott, 

d 

R.  Jolinson, 

w 

J.  M.  Hepburn, 

w 

W.  G.  Ridgely, 

vv 

P.  C.  Johnson, 

d 

W.  S,  Parrott, 

ri 

M.  Poor, 

w 

Orlando  Brown,  w 


A.  8.  Loughery,  w 
J.  L.  Edwards,  w 


- Coombs,  w 

Thos.  Ewtank,  w 


DWCLawrence,  w 
diaries  Page,  w 
WPNFiizgeiald,  w 
H.  II.  ReiiWick,  w 

ii.  D.  Gale,  w 

J.  H.  Lane,  w 

I'.  K.  Poale,  w 

Samuel  Cooper,  d 
T.  J.  Everett,  w 


I  Miidd,  w 

Ricli’d  Wallach,  w 
W.  A.  Bradley,  w 

W.  II-  GuTineU,  w 
J.  H.  Lathiop,  w 
P.  R.  FendaU,  w 

Thomas  Fituam,  w 


Win.  Sinclair,  w 
S.  R.  Hobble,  d 
Pit*  H.  Warren,  w 
John  Morron,  d 


>  Remain  in  office. 


After  some  remarks  by  Mr.  Bell,  on  the  sub* 
ject, 

Mr.  BRIGHT  said:  It  was  not  my  intenUon  to 
have  said  a  word  on  this  subject,  but  the  remarks 
of  the  honorable  Senator  fiom  Tennessee  have 
struck  me  with  so  much  surprise,  and  differ  so 
widely  from  what  I  regard  as  the  facts  in  the  case, 
that  1  feel  compelled  (late  as  it  is)  to  ask  the  in* 
dulgence  of  the  Senate  for  a  few  moments,  while 
I  attempt  a  short  reply  to  one  or  two  of  his  post* 
tioDt. 


The  Senator  must  have  doubtless  proceeded  at 
Bome  length  with  his  remarks  before  I  entered  the 
Chamber,  and  I  am  not  quite  sure  that  I  understand 
the  tenor  of  those  1  have  heard.  If  I  misquote 
him,  however,  1  hope  he  will  please  to  correct  me. 

I  unilei  .'too'l  the  honorable  Senator  to  say  that  the 
present  Execo'ive  had  not,  since  his  induction  into 
office,  violated  any  pledije  or  pledges  given  to  the 
country  before  his  election,  in  reference  to  re¬ 
movals  from  office. 

Mr.  BELL.  1  said  so,  according  to  anything 
that  1  had  a  personal  knowledge  of  in  my  own  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  country;  and  I  believe,  unless  he  has 
been  misled,  he  has  done  it  nowhere. 

Mr.  BRIGHT.  I  am  at  a  io.>3  whether  to  give 
the  response  of  the  honorable  Senator  a  general  or 
special  interpretation.  1  presume  he  means,  by 
“  his  own  section,”  ihe  State  of  Tennessee,  if  so, 

I  have  no  right,  and  do  not,  after  his  .statement, 
contradict  him.  But  if  the  honorable  Senator 
would  have  his  declaration  general,  or  broa'd 
enough  to  embrace  the  State  I  have  the  honor  to  | 
represent,  then  1  take  issue  with  him.  Sir,  I  here  j 
declare  publicly,  upon  my  responsibility  as  a  Sen-  j 
ator,  that  the  indiscriminate  removals,  made  at  the 
time,  and  under  the  circumstances  attending  them, 
amount,  in  my  judgment,  to  a  most  flagrant  and 
daring  violation  of  the  many  and  repeated  pledges 
given  by  the  present  Executive  to  the  public;  | 
without  whicn  pledges,  in  my  opinion,  he  could  j 
not  have  been  elected.  What  a  spectacle  is  here 
presented;  one  that,  as  an  American,  1  will  not 
characterize  as  it  deserves.  Respect  for  the  nation, 
and  respect  for  that  high  office,  filled  by  the  in  -  i 
cumbent,  restrain  a  full  expression  of  my  senti-  ! 
ments.  That  pledges  were  given,  none  are  so 
bold  as  to  deny.  Now  let  us  see  how  they  were 
kept  in  my  State,  Indiana.  There  are  some  twenty 
or  more  Federal  officers  in  that  State,  subject  to 
the  approval  of  this  body;  of  these,  one  alone  re¬ 
mains,  a  monument  of  Executive  forbearance — an 
Executive  that  commended  himself  to  the  people 
for  their  suffrages  on  the  ground  that  he  “  loathed 
proscription.”  Besides  these,  there  are  a  hundred 
or  more  (whose  names  do  not  come  here  for  con¬ 
firmation)  other  mementoes  of  the  manner  in 
which  pledges  made  before  an  election  are  after¬ 
wards  redeemed.  | 

Mr.  BELL.  Do  you  mean  this  generally  ?  [ 

Mr.  BRIGHT.  1  am  now  speaking  of  the  con¬ 
duct  of  the  Executive  as  applicable  to  my  own  ' 
State. 

Several  Senators.  It  is  alike  applicable  to 
ours. 

Mr.  BRIGHT.  I  understood  the  honorable 
Senator  from  Tenne.ssee  to  say  that  the  files  of  the 
several  departments  would  show,  that  for  all  cases 
of  removals  there  had  been  a  cause.  If  so,  it  be-  | 
comes  a  matter  of  serious  interest  to  those  who 
appreciate  the  value  of  an  unsullied  refiutation,  | 
and  who  prize  fair  fame  far  above  office  or  its  j 
emoluments,  (as  many  do,  and  as  1  trust  every  man 
doeSi)  to  know  what  the  causes  are  that  have  been 
alleged  against  them,  and  upon  which  the  Execu¬ 
tive  grounded  its  action.  It  belongs  to  every  man 
to  have  the  offences  with  which  he  stands  charged 
read  out,  that  a  disinterested  public  may  decide  for 
itself  on  the  guilt  or  innocence  of  a  fellow-citizen, 
and  not  that  a  corps  of  interested  officials  should 
pronounce  a  star  chamber  sentence.  In  the  ab-  j 
Bence  of  the  charges  upon  which  Executive  action  I 


I  was  founded,  the  Executive  itself  stands  forth  as 
I  the  public  accuser  and  the  removed  as  the  crimi- 
i  nals.  Is  it  not,  then, due  to  this  Administration  that 
'  it  should  clear  itself  of  the  fearful  responsibility  of 
:  this  wholesale  denunciation  of  thousands  of  our 
fellow-citizens?  Does  the  honorable  Senator  (who 
seems  to  speak  with  a  full  knowledge  of  the  acts 
and  doings  of  the  present  Administration)  know 
of  instances  in  which  false  charges  have  been  filed 
against  incumbents  by  persons  who  sought  their 
removal  tiiat  they  might  themselves  occupy  their 
I  places,  and  who  have  actually  succeeded  in  their 
I  efforts.^ 

Mr.  BELL.  I  do  not — and  if  any  man  has 
j  done  so,  and  obtained  office  by  such  means,  I 
I  would  instantly  seek  his  removal.  1  venture,  how¬ 
ever,  that  thei  e  is  not  a  case  of  that  sort  in  exist¬ 
ence.  If  it  is  shown  that  such  a  thing  has  been 
done,  knowingly,  I  should  myself  be  disposed  to 
denounce  the  Executive  as  false  to  his  pledges  and 
the  country. 

Mr.  BRIGHT.  With  this  avowal  from  the 
honorab'c  Senator,  I  come  now  to  the  point  in 
controversy,  and  the  important  point  involved  in 
the  resolutions  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Maine. 
1  say  there  are  cases  (and  I  speak  knowingly) 
where  honest,  upright,  Just  men,  faithful  officers, 
of  unspotted  integrity,  have  been  removed  on  false 
charges — whether  preferred  directly  by  the  suc¬ 
cessful  applicant,  or  be  some  faithful  friend,  “  or 
by  some  disinterested  patriot,”  can  only  be  known 
to  us  (who  are  out  of  the  pale  of  Executive  con¬ 
fidence)  by  the  passage  of  these  resolutions.  Do 
the  friends  of  the  Administration  fear  the  revela¬ 
tion  of  charges  upon  which  removals  have  been 
made?  If  its  victims  were  guilty,  it  is  they  who 
should  fear,  and  not  the  Judges  who  have  acted  on 
high  constitutional  obligations. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  not  advocate  this  meas¬ 
ure,  where  it  not  coupled  with  the  circumstances 
under  which  these  removals  have  been  made;  I  am 
one  of  those  who  contend  for  the  right  of  an  Ad¬ 
ministration  to  choose  its  own  officers.  Had  there 
been  no  pledges  in  advance,  committing  the  Exec¬ 
utive  to  a  fixed  policy  on  this  subject;  had  there 
been  no  pretence  of  “  proscribing  proscription;” 
had  the  friends  of  the  Administration,  after  the 
violation  of  its  sacred  pledges,  abstained  from  set¬ 
ting  up  the  monstrous  defence  that  “  no  removals 
had  taken  place  but  for  cause,”  I  should  not  advo¬ 
cate  these  resolutions.  The  broken  faith,  the  at¬ 
tainment  of  power  at  the  expense  of  truth,  the 
general  beheadment  of  Democratic  incumbents  the 
Union  over,  not  only  taking  their  offices,  but  aim¬ 
ing  an  indirect,  if  not  to  say  direct,  blow  at  their 
reputations — these  are  the  considerations  which 
impel  and  prompt  me  to  the_support  of  these  reso- 
lutipna,  and  ought,  as  I  conceive,  to  bring  to  their 
support  every  gentleman  friendly  to  the  late  Ad¬ 
ministration.  ■ 

Let  but  the  Administration  avow  that  their  un¬ 
precedented  proscriptive  policy,  which  has  no 
parallel  in  our  history,  is  based  upon  political 
grounds,  and  it  wmuld  relieve  the  friends  of  the  late 
Administration  from  vindicating  the  implied  con¬ 
demnation  now  resting  upon  them.  Unless  this 
be  done,  of  which  I  have  no  hope,  organized  as 
the  present  Administration  is,  I  feel  that  it  is  my 
duty,  and  the  duty  of  every  Senator  on  this  side 
of  the  Chamber,  to  press  these  resolutions  to  their 
adoption.  The  sequel,  in  ray  humble  Judgment, 


vill  show  that  the  only  offence  truly  chargeable 
against  nine-tenths  of  the  reoiovais,  is  devotion  to  j 
the  principles  of  the  Democratic  party.  j 

No  doubt,  in  many  instances,  it  will  be  found 
that  charges  have  been  preferred,  but  in  few  or 
none  can  they  be  proved  when  tested.  As  one  of 
the  friends  of  the  late  Administration,  and  as  the 
friend  of  all  who  were  its  friends,  I  court  investi¬ 
gation.  My  faith  in  the  general  .purity  of  the 
party  which  has  built  up  the  institutions  of  our 
country  is  firm,  and  1  believe,  when  put  to  the 
test,  its  officers  will  come  out  of  any’'  ordeal  that 
may  be  instituted  with  unsullied  reputations.  I 
have,  sir,  in  my  mind  at  this  moment  a  case  fur¬ 
nishing  an  unanswerable  argument  in  favor  of  the 
adoption  of  these  resolutions.  It  is  that  of  a  most 
worthy  and  meritorious  man,  whose  appointment 
to  a  very  responsible  office  w'as  advised  and  con¬ 
sented  to  by  this  body  some  three  years  ago,  and 
who  has  been  removed  by  the  present  Adminis¬ 
tration  on  a  set  of  ex  parte  charges,  preferred  and 
acted  upon  without  the  knowledge  of  the  accused, 
and  which  charges  if  true  would  subject  him  to 
severe  punishment.  I  should  not  have  referred 
to  this  particular  case,  were  it  not  in  my  power, 
from  my  own  persona!  knowledge  of  the  facts,  to 
enter  an  unqualified  denial  as  to  their  truth,  and 


publicly  court  and  defy  investigation.  Take  the 
offices,  but  in  doing  so,  travel  some  other  track 
than  over  the  reputation  of  the.  faithful  and  strick¬ 
en  down  Democratic  incumbents.  This  and  like 
cases  (of  which  no  doubt  there  are  many)  demand 
the  scrutiny  of  this  body.  It  is  due  alike  to  our* 
selves  and  our  fellow-citizens  that  the  door  be 
thrown  wide  open,  and  their  accusers  be  invited 
to  enter. 

Mr.  BELL.  Will  the  honorable  Senator  tell 
me  whether  he  has  applied  in  any  quarter  for  in¬ 
formation  in  the  case  to  which  he  has  alluded? 

Mr.  BRIGHT.  I  am  gratified  that  the  honor¬ 
able  Senator  has  asked  me  the  question.  I  an¬ 
swer,  that  the  chairman  of  a  committee  of  this 
body,  whose  duties  connect  him  with  that  depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Government  having  charge  of  the 
papers  I  refer  to,  made  a  written  request  in  behalf 
of  the  committee,  and  the  replyv  was:  “He  re¬ 
garded  the  papers  applied  for  as  exclusively  within 
the  direction  and  control  of  the  President.’*  Thus 
making  it  very  evident  that  unless  some  action  is 
had  here,  requiring  an  official  surrender  of  all  the 
information  sought  by  these  resolutions,  many  of 
us  will  be  left  to  act  in  the  dark,  and  our  friends 
be  condemned  on  false  charges,  without  even  the 
forms  of  a  trial. 


Pruned  at  tiie  CongretsionaJ  Globe  Oflice. 


